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Rules and Regulations 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter I—Consumer and Marketing 
Service (Standards, Inspections, 
Marketing Practices), Department 
of Agriculture 

PART 68—REGULATIONS AND 
STANDARDS FOR INSPECTION AND 
CERTIFICATION OF CERTAIN AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL COMMODITIES AND 
PRODUCTS THEREOF 

Fees and Charges for Certain Federal 
Inspection Services 

Pursuant to sections 203 and 205 of the 
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 1622, 1624) the pro¬ 
visions of 7 CFR 68.42 prescribing fees in 
connection with the inspection of agri¬ 
cultural commodities administratively 
assigned to the Grain Division are hereby 
amended. 

Statement of considerations. The Ag¬ 
ricultural Marketing Act of 1946 pro¬ 
vides for the collection of fees equal as 
nearly as may be to cost of inspection 
services rendered under its provisions. 
The Federal Salary and Fringe Benefits 
Act of 1966 (P.L. 89-504) and the 1966 
amendment to the Administrative Ex¬ 
penses Act of 1946 (P.L. 89-516) liberal¬ 
izing moving, travel, and transportation 
expenses for Federal employees and their 
families transferred to other geographi¬ 
cal locations, have required increases in 
the salaries and other benefits paid to 
Federal employees engaged in perform¬ 
ing inspection services. In order to 
cover these increased costs, fees, and 
charges for certain inspection services 
are being increased as provided for here¬ 
in. This amendment also provides for 
reductions in the fees and charges for 
certain inspection services which because 
of modified Inspection methods or be¬ 
cause of the large volume inspected, may 
now be provided at a reduced rate. 

In addition, the method of computing 
fees and charges for the inspection of 
beans, lentils, peas, hay, straw, hops, and 
U S. grain inspected in Canada is being 
changed from a volume rate to an hourly 
rate or an hourly rate plus an analysis 
or grading charge. This change will 
provide a more equitable basis for com¬ 
puting fees and charges in that the fees 
and charges will more nearly reflect the 
actual cost per service request. 

Section 68.42 is amended to read: 

§ 68.42 Fees and charges for certain 
federal inspection services. 

The following fees and charges apply 
to the Federal inspection services speci¬ 
fied below: 


Fee or 

Service charge 

Appeal inspection: 

(a) Basis original sample: 

(1) U.S. grain in Canada and 

rice- F) 

(2) Other commodities_ (*) 

(b) Basis new sample: 

(1) All commodities_ (°) 


Bean, lentil, and pea inspection 
(including chick peas, cowpeas, 
split peas, and similar com¬ 
modities) : 

(a) Lot Inspection : 

(1) Field run (quality and 

dockage analysis)—per lot_ $4.00 

(2) Other than field run (grade, 

class, and quality)—per lot- 3. 00 

(In addition to the charge for 
analysis or grading in (1) 
and (2) above, a fee for 
sampling. checkweighing, 
and checkloading, if any. 


will be charged at the pre¬ 
scribed rate.) 

(b) Sample inspection: 

(1) Field run (quality and 

dockage analysis)—per 
sample_ 4. 00 

(2) Other than field run (grade, 

class, and quality) —per 
sample_ 3. 00 

Checkloading—per man-hour_ 4 6. 25 

Checkweighing—per man-hour- 4 6. 25 

Condition examination—per man¬ 
hour _ 4 6.25 

Extra copies of certificates—per 

copy_ .50 

Grade factor analysis (as defined in 
any official U.S. Standards) per 

factor- 2. 00 

Hay and straw Inspection: 

(a) Lot inspection: 

(1) For sampling and grading— 

per man-hour_ 6. 25 

(b) Sample inspection: 

(1) Grade only—per sample_ 4. 00 

(2) Factor analysis—per man¬ 
hour _ 6.25 

Hop inspection: 

(a) Lot inspection: 

(1) For seed, leaf, and stem 

content—per lot_ 4. 75 

(2) Aphid infestation—per lot- 6.25 


(In addition to the charge for 
analysis in (1) and (2) 
above, a fee for sampling, if 
any, will be charged at the 
prescribed rate.) 

(b) Sample inspection: 

(1) For seed, leaf, and stem con¬ 


tent—per sample_ 4. 75 

(2) Aphid infestation — per 

sample_ 6.25 

Laboratory testing: 

(a) In addition to the fee, if any, 
for sampling or other re¬ 


quested service, a charge will 
be made for each laboratory 
analysis or test as follows: 


(1) Acidity—Greek_ 1.70 

(2) Acid value—oil_ 2.35 

(3) Appearance, flavor, odor_ 1.10 

(4) Ash. 1.70 

(5) Baking test—bread_- 3.95 

(6) Baking test—prepared mix. 3.05 

(7) Break test- 3.05 


See footnotes at end of table. 


Fee or 

Service charge 

(8) Calcium—AOAC.. 4.00 

(9) Calcium enrichment- 4.00 

(10) Clarity of oil Involving 

heating_ 1. 45 

(11) Cold test—oil-. .75 

(12) Color—bleached_ 2.10 

(13) Color—FAC.. 2,10 

(14) Color—Gardner _ 2.10 

(15) Color—Lovlbond_ 2.10 

(16) Color—Wesson _ 2.10 

(17) Color—oil and shortening- 2.10 

(18) Congeal point_ 4.30 

(19) Consistency_ 1.35 

(20) Cooking test_ 1.85 

(21) Crude fat_ 2. 25 

(22) Crude fiber_ 3.35 

(23) Density.. 1.20 

(24) Diatomaceous e a r t h—on 

grain - 3. 05 

(25) Dlastatlc activity of flour. 2.80 

(26) Enrichment—quick test_ .05 

(27) Falling number test_ 1 1. 25 

(28) Fat—acid hydrolysis__ 4.40 

(29) Fat, crude_ 2.25 

(30) Fat—extraction _ 2.25 

(31) Fat acidity_ 8 1. 70 

(32) Fat stability—AOM_ 4.80 

(33) Fiber, crude_ 3.35 

(34) Filth—rodent _ 3.05 

(35) Filth—insect _ 4.85 

(36) Flash point—open and 

closed cup_ 3. 05 

(37) Flavor, appearance, odor.. 1. 10 

(38) Foots—heated or chilled.. 2. 15 

(39) Foreign material—proc¬ 
essed grain products_ 2. 65 

(40) Free fatty acids—oil and 

shortening _ 2. 35 

(41) Heating test—oil and 

shortening _ 2. 25 

(42) Hydrogen-ion concentra¬ 
tion—pH_ 1.70 

(43) Insoluble bromine_ 2.20 

(44) Insoluble impurities—oil 

and shortening_ 2, 80 

(45) Iodine number or value_ 2. 60 

(46) Iron—enrichment _ 6.65 

(47) Keeping time—oil and 

shortening_ 4. 80 

(48) KJeldahl—protein _ 2.05 

(49) Ltnolenic acid_ 12.00 

(50) Lipoid phosphoric acid_ 5.75 

(51) Maltose value_ 2.80 

(52) Marine oil in vegetable 

oil—qualitative_ 2. 20 

(53) Melting point—Wiley_ 2.60 

(54) Milling—wheat to flour-— 4.65 

(55) Moisture—distillation_ 2.15 

(56) Moisture—oven_ 1.45 

(57) Moisture and volatile mat¬ 
ter—oil and shortening_ 1.35 

(58) Nitrogen solubility index_ 2.60 

(59) Odor, appearance, flavor— 1.10 

(60) Oil content—oilseed_ 3.50 

(61) pH—Hydrogen-ion concen¬ 
tration _ 1.70 

(62) Peroxide value—initial_ 1.75 

(63) Peroxide value after 8 

hours—AOM- 4. 80 

(64) Phosphorus—photometric. 3. 65 

(65) Potassium bromate—qual¬ 
itative _ . 85 

(66) Protein for cargo wheat— 

duplicate test required- • 5.45 

(67) Protein—KJeldahl . 2.05“ 

(68) Reducing sugars_ 8. 40 
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Fee or 

Service charge 

(69) Refining loss—oils _ 6.75 

(70) Refractive index. 1.20 

(71) Riboflavin . 6.60 

(72) Rope spore count - 11.10 

(73) Salt -- 3.60 

(74) Saponification number... 3.05 

(75) Sedimentation value — 

wheat _ 5 1 . 25 

(76) Sieve test _ 2.20 

(77) Smoke point _ 1.40 

(78) Softening point - 4.30 

(79) Solid fat index _ 9.90 

(80) Specific baking volume — 

prepared mix-1 _ 3.05 

(81) Specific gravity—oils - 2.95 

(82) Test weight per bushel — 

other than grain - 1.20 

(83) Unsaponiflable matter _ 6.80 

(84) Viscosity _ 3.85 

(85) Water soluble protein _ 2.60 


(If a requested analysis or test 
is on the basis of a specified 
moisture content, a charge 
for an oven moisture test 
will also be made.) 

Lentil Inspection: (See Bean inspec¬ 
tion) 

Minimum fee for services covered 
by hourly rates—A minimum fee 
for 2 hours per man. per service 
request, will be charged, at the 
following rate per hour- 6. 25 

New inspection (retest)—fees and 
charges to be based on services 
requested. 

Pea inspection: (See Bean inspection) 

Reinspection: 

(a) Basis original sample: 

(1) U.S. grain in Canada and 


rice_ (*) 

(2) Other commodities_ ( s ) 

(b) Basis new sample: 

(1) All commodities_ ( 3 ) 

Rice Inspection: 

(a) Lot inspection: 


(1) For sampling, inspection for 
grade, factor analysis, equal 
to type, or milling yield— 
whether singly or com¬ 


bined—100 lbs.• 0.0125 

(i) Minimum fee—per lot: 

Milled rice. 2.50 

Brown rice or Rough rice_ 4. 00 

(2) For sampling and inspection 

for origin—per 100 lbs_ *0. 005 

(i) Minimum fee—per lot_ 2.00 

(3) For Inspection for origin 

when Inspected for grade, fac¬ 
tor analysis, equal to type, or 
milling yield—per lot_ 1.00 


(b) Sample inspection: 

(1) For inspection for grade, 
factor analysis, equal to 
type or milling yield— 
whether singly or com¬ 
bined—per sample: 

(!) Brown rice or Rough rice 


(including milling yield).. 3.50 

(ii) Brown rice or Rough rice 

(excluding milling yield)_ 2.00 

(lii) Milled rice. 2.00 

Sampling per man-hour_ * 6. 25 

Special inspection service per man¬ 
hour _ ‘ 6. 25 

Split pea Inspection: (See Bean in¬ 
spection ). 

Standby time per man-hour_ 6. 25 

Straw Inspection: (See Hay inspec¬ 
tion). 

See footnotes at end of table. 


Fee or 

Sert'ice charge 

U.S. Grain in Canada: 

(a) Lot inspection: 

(1) For sampling and grading— 
per man-hour_ 20. 00 

(b) Special services and standby 

time—per man-hour_ 20. 00 

(c) Sample Inspection • 

(1) For grade—per sample_ 10. 00 


1 One quarter of the fee for the original in¬ 
spection. Minimum fee. if any. $6.25. 

- The applicable grading or laboratory anal¬ 
ysis or testing charge. Minimum fee. if any. 
$6.25. 

:I Applicable sampling fee. if any, plus ap¬ 
plicable grading, or laboratory analysis or 
testing charge. 

1 Only one fee will be charged for these 
services whether performed singly or concur¬ 
rently. (But see minimum fee requirement.) 

'No sampling fee will be charged if a por¬ 
tion of an appeal sample, licensed inspector’s 
sample, or submitted sample is used for these 
tests. (In no Instance will more than one 
sampling fee be charged per service request.) 

•In the case of railroad cars, the weight 
shall be based on weight tickets, or weight 
certificates, if available at the time of inspec¬ 
tion; otherwise, on the marked capacity of 
the railroad car. 

(Sec. 203. 205. 60 Stat. 1087, 1090, as amended; 
7 U.S.C. 1622. 1624; 29 F.R. 16210. as amended. 
30 F.R. 1260 as amended) 

The need for Increases or decreases in 
the fees and charges for services and the 
amount thereof are dependent upon facts 
within the knowledge of the Consumer 
and Marketing Service. Therefore, un¬ 
der the administrative procedure provi¬ 
sion of 5 U.S.C. 553, it is found upon good 
cause that notice and other public rule- 
making procedures on the amendments 
are impracticable and unnecessary. 

These amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive January 1. 1967. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 18th 
day of November 1966. 

G. R. Grange. 

Deputy Administrator, 
Marketing Services. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-12770; Filed. Nov. 25. 1966; 

8:48 a.m. | 


Chapter II—Consumer and Marketing 
Service (Consumer Food Programs), 
Department of Agriculture 

(Arndt. 5] 

PART 210—national school 
LUNCH PROGRAM 

Definitions and Requirements 

Regulations for the operation of the 
general cash-for-food assistance phase 
of the National School Lunch Program 
(28 F.R. 1247) as amended (28 F.R. 
11531. 29 F.R. 311, 29 F.R. 14619, and 30 
F.R. 15402) are hereby amended to ex¬ 
tend the benefits of the Program to pre¬ 
school programs operated as part of the 
school system pursuant to the authority 
contained in section 12 of the Child Nu¬ 
trition Act of 1966 (80 Stat. 889). 


1. In § 210.2, paragraph (m) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§210.2 Definitions. 

• • • • * 

(m) “School” means the governing 
body responsible for the administration 
of a public or nonprofit private “school” 
of high school grade or under, as recog¬ 
nized under the laws of the State, and. in 
the case of Puerto Rico, also includes 
nonprofit child-care centers certified as 
such by the Governor of Puerto Rico 
“School of high school grade or under” 
shall include preschool programs oper¬ 
ated as part of the school system. The 
term “school” also includes a nonprofit 
agency to which the school has delegated 
authority for the operation of its non¬ 
profit feeding program. 

* • • * » 

2. In § 210.9, subparagraph (2) of 
paragraph (a> is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 210.9 Requirements for lunches. 

(a) • • * 

(2) The State Agency, or the Con¬ 
sumer Food Programs District Office, 
C&MS, where applicable, may allow 
schools to serve to children in the ele¬ 
mentary grades and preschool programs 
lesser quantities than are specified of the 
items listed hi subparagraph (1) (ii), 
(iii >, and (v) of this paragraph (a). Any 
such allowances must be based on the 
lesser food needs of younger children. 
If a sufficient supply of fluid whole milk 
cannot be obtained, the State Agency, or 
the Consumer Food Programs District 
Office. C&MS, where applicable, may 
authorize the service of the fluid whole 
milk equivalent in reconstituted evapo¬ 
rated or dry whole milk, or may approve 
reimbursement for lunches served with¬ 
out milk. If emergency conditions pre¬ 
vent a school normally having a supply 
of fluid whole milk from temporarily 
obtaining delivery thereof, the State 
Agency, or the Consumer Food Programs 
District Office, C&MS, where applicable, 
may approve reimbursement for lunches 
served without milk during the emer¬ 
gency period. If a sufficient supply of 
fluid whole milk is obtainable the State 
Agency, or the Consumer Food Programs 
District Office, C&MS, where applicable, 
may reimburse for lunches served with¬ 
out milk, provided each child is offered 
a Type A lunch with milk and no reduc¬ 
tion is made in the price of the Type A 
lunch. 

• • * • • 

This amendment shall be effective De¬ 
cember 1, 1966. 

Approved: November 22, 1966. 

( seal 1 George L. Mehran. 

Assistant Secretary . 

(F.R. Doc. 66-12771; Filed, Nov. 25, 1966; 

8:48 a.m.] 
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I Arndt. 21 

PA RT 215—SPECIAL MILK PROGRAM 
FOR CHILDREN 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

The regulations at 30 F.R. 14910 as 
amended by 31 F.R. 11743, governing 
operation of a Special Milk Program for 
Children, are hereby amended pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 12 
of the Child Nutrition Act (80 Stat. 889), 
to extend the benefits of the Program to 
preschool programs operated as part of 
the school system, and are hereby 
amended pursuant to authority con¬ 
tained in section 4 of the Child Nutrition 
Act (80 Stat. 886) to exclude from reim¬ 
bursement milk served as part of break¬ 
fasts reimbursed under the School 
Breakfast Program. 

1. In § 215.2, paragraph (t) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§215.2 Definitions. 

* • * * • 

(t) ‘School" means the governing 
body responsible for the administration 
of a public or nonprofit private "school” 
of high school grade or under, as recog¬ 
nized under the laws of the State. 
“School of high school grade or under" 
shall include preschool programs oper¬ 
ated as part of the school system. The 
term “school" also includes a nonprofit 
agency to which the school has delegated 
authority for the operation of its non¬ 
profit milk service. 

• • • • • 

2. In § 215.6. subparagraph (6) of 
paragraph <b) is revised to read as 
follows: 

§215.6 Requirements fur participation. 
* * + * # 

(b) • * • 

(6) If the application is for a school, 
whether the school is participating in the 
National School Lunch Program or in the 
School Breakfast Program, or both, and, 
if not, whether the school is planning to 
apply for participation in the National 
School Lunch Program or in the School 
Breakfast Program, or both. 

• • * • • 

3. In § 215.7, paragraphs (a) and (b) 
are revised to read as follows: 

§215.7 Reimbursement payments. 

<a) Reimbursement payments shall be 
made for milk purchased for service to 
children by participating schools and 
child-care institutions, except that re¬ 
imbursement shall not be made for the 
first half pint of milk served as part of 
a Type A lunch by schools participating 
m the National School Lunch Program 
or the first half pint of milk served as 
Part of a reimbursed breakfast under the 
School Breakfast Program. 

<b) In pricing programs, the maxi¬ 
mum rate of reimbursement shall be 4 
cents per half pint in schools that serve 
Type A lunches under the National 
School Lunch Program and in schools 
that serve breakfasts under the School 
breakfast Program. For other schools 
and for child-care institutions having 
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pricing programs, the maximum rate of 
reimbursement shall be 3 cents per half 
pint. Schools and child-care institutions 
having pricing programs shall make 
maximum use of the reimbursement pay¬ 
ments received under the Program to re¬ 
duce the price of milk to children. The 
full amount of the payments shall be re¬ 
flected in reduced piices to children, ex¬ 
cept that such payments may be used by 
schools or child-care institutions to 
defray distribution costs. Distribution 
costs shall not exceed 1 cent per half 
pint. Exceptions to this provision may 
be granted by the State Agency, or the 
Consumer Food Programs District Of¬ 
fice. C&MS, where applicable, in in¬ 
stances where the situation in a school or 
child-care institution justifies distribu¬ 
tion costs above 1 cent per half pint, but 
in no case shall distribution costs be al¬ 
lowed above 1 % cents per half pint. 

* * • • • 

4. In §215.9, subparagraph (4) of 
paragraph (b) and paragraphs (g>, <h), 
and (i) are revised to read as follows: 

§ 215.9 Reimbursement procedure. 

• * * * • 

(b) • * * 

(4) For any school that participates in 
the National School Lunch Program or 
the School Breakfast Program, or both, 
the number of half pints of milk not eli¬ 
gible for reimbursement because served 
to children as part of a Type A lunch 
or as a part of a reimbursed breakfast 
under the School Breakfast Program. 

* * * * • 

(g) Schools in the National School 
Lunch Program and in the School Break¬ 
fast Program may not be reimbursed 
at a rate in excess of 3 cents per half 
pint for milk purchased for service in a 
pricing program to children participat¬ 
ing in summer activities operated by the 
school after the expiration of the regular 
school term, unless ( 1 ) the summer pro¬ 
gram is regarded by the school author¬ 
ities as a regular part of school activities. 
( 2 ) the program sponsor who signed the 
agreement covering the regular school 
term will be responsible for the operation 
of the summer program, and (3) the 
children who attend and participate in 
such activities are under the care and 
jurisdiction of the school officials. 

(h) Schools in the National School 
Lunch Program and in the School Break¬ 
fast Program experiencing late delivery 
of cafeteria equipment or fire or other 
situation beyond school control, forcing 
delay or suspension of the service of Type 
A lunches or approved breakfasts for 
more than 30 days during the course of 
the school year may not be reimbursed 
at a rate in excess of 3 cents per half 
pint for milk served to children in a 
pricing program during the period of 
delay or suspension, unless the reason 
for the delay is satisfactorily explained 
in writing to the State Agency, or the 
Consumer Food Programs District Of¬ 
fice, C&MS, where applicable. 

<i) Schools offering milk in a pricing 
program in more than one school attend¬ 
ance unit may be regarded by the State 
Agency, or the Consumer Food Programs 
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District Office, C&MS, where applicable, 
as a single school or as individual schools 
for reimbursement purposes. If regarded 
as a single school, reimbursement shall 
not be made at a rate in excess of 3 cents 
per half pint for any unit unless all units 
participate in either the National School 
Lunch Program or the School Breakfast 
Program. If the units are regarded as 
individual schools, the State Agency, or 
the Consumer Food Programs District 
Office, C&MS, where applicable, may 
assign reimbursement at a rate not in 
excess of 4 cents per half pint to those 
units that are participating in the Na¬ 
tional School Lunch Program or in the 
School Breakfast Program, and distri¬ 
bution costs may be approved pursuant 
to paragraph (b) of § 215.7, <T) on an 
individual unit basis, or ( 2 ) on a school¬ 
wide basis. 

This amendment shall be effective De¬ 
cember 1,1966. 

Approved: November 22, 1966. 

[seal! George L. Meh ren, 

Assistajit Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 66-12772; Filed, Nov. 25. 1966; 

8:48 a.m.] 


Chapter III—Agricultural Research 

Service, Department of Agriculture 

PART 301—DOMESTIC QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 

PART 331—EMERGENCY PLANT PEST 
REGULATIONS GOVERNING INTER¬ 
STATE MOVEMENT OF CERTAIN 
PRODUCTS AND ARTICLES 

Subpart—Mediterranean Fruit Fly 

Revocation of Quarantine 

The Mediterranean fruit fly quarantine 
and regulations, and administrative in¬ 
structions, in 7 CFR 301.78, 301.78-1 
through 301.78-10, and the Emergency 
Plant Pest Regulations with respect to 
the Mediterranean fruit fly, in 7 CFR 
331.1, are hereby revoked effective No¬ 
vember 25, 1966. However, such pro¬ 
visions shall be deemed to continue in 
full force and effect for the purpose of 
sustaining any action or other proceed¬ 
ing with respect to any right that ac¬ 
crued, liabilty that was incurred, or viola¬ 
tion that occurred prior to said date. 

(Sec. 9, 37 Stat. 318, 7 U.S.C. 162; sec. 106. 71 
Stat. 33. 7 U.S.C. 150ee; 29 F.R. 16210, as 
amended; 30 F.R. 5799, as amended. Inter¬ 
prets or applies sec. 8. 37 Stat, 318, as 
amended, 7 U.S.C. 161; sec. 105, 71 Stat. 32. 
and sec. 107, 71 Stat. 34, 7 U.S.C. 160dd. 150fl> 

Recent surveys by this Department and 
the States concerned show that the Medi¬ 
terranean fruit fly has been eradicated 
from Florida and Texas. Accordingly, 
it is appropriate to revoke the Mediter¬ 
ranean fruit fly quarantine, regulations, 
and administrative instructions hereto¬ 
fore applicable to the State of Florida, 
and the emergency plant pest regulations 
heretofore applicable to Cameron 
County. Tex. Inasmuch as this action 
relieves restrictions presently imposed 
and it appears that notice and other pub¬ 
lic procedure would not make additional 
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information available to the Department, 
it is found upon good cause in accordance 
with the provisions of 5 U.S.C., section 
553, that notice and other public proced¬ 
ure concerning such action are imprac¬ 
ticable and contrary to the public inter¬ 
est, and the revocation may be made 
effective less than 30 days after publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 21st 
day of November 1966. 

I seal] R. J. Anderson, 

Acting Administrator, 
Agricultural Research Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-12769; Filed. Nov. 25, 1966; 
8.48 a.m.] 


Chapter IX—Consumer and Market¬ 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 

(Orange Reg. 11] 

PART 906—ORANGES AND GRAPE¬ 
FRUIT GROWN IN LOWER RIO 
GRANDE VALLEY IN TEXAS 

Limitation of Shipments 

Findings. (1 > Pursuant to the market¬ 
ing agreement, as amen ded, and Order 
No. 906, as amended (7 CFR Part 906. 
31 F.R. 10461), regulating the handling 
of oranges and grapefruit grown in the 
Lower Rio Grande Valley in Texas, effec¬ 
tive under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937. as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674), and upon the basis of the recom¬ 
mendation of the Texas Valley Citrus 
Committee, established under the afore¬ 
said marketing agreement and order, and 
upon other available information, it is 
hereby found that the limitation of ship¬ 
ments of oranges, as hereinafter pro¬ 
vided, will tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it is 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest to give preliminary notice, en¬ 
gage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
regulation until 30 days after publication 
thereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
533 (1966 >) because the time intervening 
between the date when information upon 
which this regulation is based became 
available and the time when this regula¬ 
tion must become effective in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient; a reasonable time is per¬ 
mitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi¬ 
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The recommendation and sup¬ 
porting information for regulation dur¬ 
ing the period specified herein were 
promptly submitted to the Department 
after an open meeting of the Texas Val¬ 
ley Citrus Committee on November 15, 
1966: such meeting w r as held to consider 
recommendations for regulation, after 
giving due notice of such meeting, and 
interested persons were afforded an op¬ 
portunity to submit their views at this 
meeting; the provisions of this regula¬ 
tion, including the effective time hereof, 
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are identical with the aforesaid recom¬ 
mendation of the committee, and infor¬ 
mation concerning such provisions and 
effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such oranges: it is 
necessary, in order to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act. to make this 
regulation effective during the period 
hereinafter set forth so as to proride for 
the continued regulation of the handling 
of oranges; and compliance with this 
regulation will not require any special 
preparation on the part of the persons 
subject thereto which cannot be com¬ 
pleted by the effective time hereof. 

§ 906.324 Orange Regulation 11. 

(a) Order. (1) During the period 
beginning at 12:01 a.m., c.s.t., December 
1, 1966, and ending at 12:01 a.m., ca.t., 
January 1,1967. no handler shall handle: 

(i> Any oranges of any variety, grown 
in the production area, unless such 
oranges grade at least U.S. No. 3; 

(ii> Any oranges of any variety, grown 
as aforesaid, which are of a size smaller 
than 2 7/ jo inches in diameter, except that 
not more than 10 percent, by count, of 
such oranges in any lot of containers, 
and not more than 15 percent, by count, 
of such oranges in any individual con¬ 
tainer in such lot may be of a size smaller 
than 2vio inches in diameter; or 

(iii) Any oranges of any variety, 
grown as aforesaid, for which inspection 
is required unless an appropriate inspec¬ 
tion certificate has been issued with re¬ 
spect thereto not more than 48 hours 
prior to the time of shipment. 

All oranges of any variety, grown as 
aforesaid, handled during the period 
specified in this section are subject to all 
applicable container and pack require¬ 
ments which are in effect pursuant to the 
aforesaid marketing agreement and 
order during such period. 

(2) Terms used in the marketing 
agreement and order shall, when used 
herein, have the same meaning as is 
given to the respective terms in said mar¬ 
keting agreement and order; and terms 
relating to grade and diameter, when 
used herein, shall have the same mean¬ 
ing as is given to the respective terms in 
the U.S. Standards for Oranges (Texas 
and States other than Florida, Cali¬ 
fornia, and Arizona) (§§ 51.680-51.712 
of this title). 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as amended: 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: November21.1966. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-12753; Filed, Nov. 25. 1966; 

8:46 a.m.] 


(Grapefruit Reg. 12] 

PART 906—ORANGES AND GRAPE¬ 
FRUIT GROWN IN LOWER RIO 
GRANDE VALLEY IN TEXAS 

Limitation of Shipments 

Findings . (1) Pursuant to the mar¬ 

keting agreement, as amended, and Or¬ 


der No. 906. as amended (7 CFR Part 906, 
31 F.R. 10461), regulating the handling 
of oranges and grapefruit grown in the 
Low r er Rio Grande Valley in Texas, effec¬ 
tive under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674), and upon the basis of the recom¬ 
mendation of the Texas Valley Citrus 
Committee, established under the afore¬ 
said marketing agreement and order, 
and upon other available information, it 
is hereby found that the limitation of 
shipments of grapefruit, as hereinafter 
provided, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
regulation until 30 days after publication 
thereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
553 (1966)) because the time intervening 
between the date when information upon 
which this regulation is based became 
available and the time when this regula¬ 
tion must become effective in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient; a reasonable time is per¬ 
mitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi¬ 
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The recommendation and sup¬ 
porting information for regulation dur¬ 
ing the period specified herein were 
promptly submitted to the Department 
after an open meeting of the Texas Val¬ 
ley Citrus Committee on November 15, 
1966; such meeting was held to consider 
recommendations for regulation, after 
giving due notice of such meeting, and 
Interested persons w f ere afforded an op¬ 
portunity to submit their views at this 
meeting; the provisions of this regula¬ 
tion, including the effective time hereof, 
are identical with the aforesaid recom¬ 
mendation of the committee, and infor¬ 
mation concerning such provisions and 
effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such grapefruit; it is 
necessary, in order to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act, to make this 
regulation effective during the period 
hereinafter set forth so as to provide for 
the continued regulation of the handling 
of grapefruit: and compliance with this 
regulation will not require any special 
preparation on the part of the persons 
subject thereto which cannot be com¬ 
pleted by the effective time hereof. 

§ 906.325 Grapefruit Regululion 12. 

(a) Order. (1) During the period be¬ 
ginning at 12:01 a.m., c.s.t., December 1, 
1966, and ending at 12:01 a.m., c.s.t.. Jan¬ 
uary 1, 1967, no handler shall handle: 

<i) Any container of grapefruit of any 
variety, growm in the production area, 
unless such grapefruit grade U.S. Fancy; 
U.S. No. 1 Bright; U.S. No. 1; UB. Com¬ 
bination, with not less than 60 percent, 
by count, of the grapefruit in each con¬ 
tainer thereof grading at least U.S. No. 1 
grade; or UB. No. 2. 

(ii) Any grapefruit of any variety, 
grown in the production area, which are 
of a size smaller than inches in di- 
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ameter, except that not more than 10 
percent, by count, of such grapefruit in 
any lot of containers, and not more than 
15 percent, by count, of such grapefruit 
in any individual container in such lot. 
may be of a size smaller than 3'*in inches 
in diameter; or 

<iii) Any grapefruit of any variety, 
grown as aforesaid, for which inspection 
is required unless an appropriate inspec¬ 
tion certificate has been issued with re¬ 
spect thereto not more than 48 hours 
prior to the time of shipment. 

All grapefruit of any variety, grown as 
aforesaid, handled during the period 
specified in this section are subject to all 
applicable container and pack require¬ 
ments which are in effect pursuant to the 
aforesaid marketing agreement and or¬ 
der during such period. 

(2) Terms used in the marketing 
agreement and order shall, when used 
herein, have the same meaning as is given 
to the respective term in said marketing 
agreement and order; and terms relating 
to grade and diameter, when used herein, 
shall have the same meaning as is given 
to the respective term in the United 
States Standards for Grapefruit (Texas 
and States other than Florida. Califor¬ 
nia. and Arizona) (§§ 51.620-51.685 of 
this title). 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated; November 21, 1966. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director , Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 

|FR Doc. 66-12754; Piled. Nov. 25. 1966; 

8:46 ajn.| 


[Navel Orange Reg. 114) 

PART 907 —NAVEL ORANGES 
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG¬ 
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA 
Limitation of Handling 

§907.114 Navel Orange Regulation 114. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 907, as amended (7 CFR Part 
907), regulating the handling of Navel 
oranges grown in Arizona and designated 
part of California, effective under the ap¬ 
plicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
file basis of the recommendations and 
information submitted by the Navel 
0 1 a n g e Administrative Committee, 
established under the said amended mar- 
k f*k)g agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such Navel oranges, as hereinafter pro¬ 
vided, will tend to effectuate the declared 
Policy of the act. 

{ 2> it is hereby further found that it 
, s impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
ic interest to give preliminary notice, 
ttigage in public rule-making procedure, 
postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 


hereof in the Federal Register <5 U.S.C. 
553 (1966)) because the time interven¬ 
ing between the date when information 
upon which this section is based became 
available and the time when this section 
must become effective in order to ef¬ 
fectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient, and a reasonable time is 
permitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the pro¬ 
visions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open 
meeting during the current week, after 
giving due notice thereof, to consider 
supply and market conditions for Navel 
oranges and the need for regulation; in¬ 
terested persons were afforded an op¬ 
portunity to submit information and 
views at this meeting; the recommenda¬ 
tion and supporting information for reg¬ 
ulation during the period specified herein 
were promptly submitted to the Depart¬ 
ment after such meeting was held; the 
provisions of this section, including its 
effective time, are identical with the 
aforesaid recommendation of the com¬ 
mittee, and information concerning such 
provisions and effective time has been 
disseminated among handlers of such 
Navel oranges; it is necessary, in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act, to make this section effective during 
the period herein specified; and compli¬ 
ance with this section will not require 
any special preparation on the part of 
persons subject hereto which cannot be 
completed on or before the effective date 
hereof. Such committee meeting was 
held on November 23, 1966. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quan¬ 
tities of Navel oranges grown in Arizona 
and designated part of California which 
may be handled during the period begin - 
ing at 12:01 a m.. P.s.t., November 27. 
1966, and ending at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., 
December 4, 1966, are hereby fixed as 
follows: 

< i) District 1: 600,000 cartons; 

<ii) District 2: Unlimited movement; 
(ill) District 3: 100,000 cartons; 

(iv) District 4: 50,000 cartons. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,’* 
“District 1.” “District 2," “District 3,” 
“District 4.” and “carton” have the same 
meaning as when used in said amended 
marketing agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: November 25, 1966. 

Paul A. Nicholson. 

Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 

| P.R. Doc. 66-12850; Piled, Nov. 25. 1966; 

11:43 a.m.) 


[Lemon Reg. 243J 

part 910—lemons grown in 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 
Limitation of Handling 

§ 910.543 Lemon Regulation 243. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 


Order No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Part 
910), regulating the handling of lemons 
grown in California and Arizona, effec¬ 
tive under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674), and upon the basis of the recom¬ 
mendations and information submitted 
by the Lemon Administrative Committee, 
established under the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such lemons, as hereinafter provided, will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that 
it is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
553d966)) because the time interven¬ 
ing between the date when information 
upon w r hich this section is based became 
available and the time when this sec¬ 
tion must become effective in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient, and a reasonable time is 
permitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi¬ 
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open 
meeting during the current week, after 
giving due notice thereof, to consider 
supply and market conditions for lemons 
and the need for regulation; interested 
persons were afforded an opportunity to 
submit information and view r s at this 
meeting; the recommendation and sup¬ 
porting information for regulation dur¬ 
ing the period specified herein were 
promptly submitted to the Department 
after such meeting was held; the provi¬ 
sions of this section, including its effec¬ 
tive time, are identical with the afore¬ 
said recommendation of the committee, 
and information concerning such provi¬ 
sions and effective time has been dis¬ 
seminated among handlers of such 
lemons; it is necessary, in order to effec¬ 
tuate the declared policy of the act. to 
make this section effective during the 
period herein specified; and compliance 
with this section will not require any 
special preparation on the part of per¬ 
sons subject hereto which cannot be 
completed on or before the effective date 
hereof. Such committee meeting was 
held on November 22. 1966. 

lb> Order . (1) The respective quanti¬ 

ties of lemons grown in California and 
Arizona which may be handled during 
the period beginning at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., 
November 27. 1966. and ending at 12:01 
a.m., P.s.t., December 4, 1966, are hereby 
fixed as follows: 

(1) District 1: 27.900 cartons; 

(ii) District 2: 69,750 cartons; 

<iii) District 3: 106,950 cartons. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“District 1,” “District 2.!’ “District 3," 
and “Carton” have the same meaning as 
w T hen used in the said amended market¬ 
ing agreement and order. 
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(Secs. 1-19. 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: November25,1966. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director , Fruit and 
Vegetable Division , Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-12851; Piled. Nov. 25. 1966; 
11:43 a.m.j 

Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Department of the Air Force 

Section 213.3309 is amended to show 
that the position of Private Secretary to 
the General Counsel is excepted under 
Schedule C. Effective on publication in 
the Federal Register, subparagraph (6) 
is added to paragraph (a) of § 213.3309 as 
set out below. 

§ 213.3309 Department of the Air Force. 

(a) Office of the Secretary . * * * 

(6 > One Private Secretary to the Gen¬ 
eral Counsel. 

(6 U.S.C. 3301, 3302. E.O. 10577. 19 F.R. 7521. 
3 CFR. 1954-1958 Comp., p. 218 ) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission. 
f seal I James C. Spry, 

Acting Executive Assist¬ 
ant to the Commissioners. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-12735; Piled. Nov. 25. 1966; 
8:45 a.m.( 

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation 

Section 213.3333 is amended to show 
that the position of Managerial Aide to 
the Director (Appointive) is excepted un¬ 
der Schedule C. Effective on publication 
in the Federal Register, paragraph (h> 
is added to § 213.3333 as set out below. 

§ 213.3333 Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation. 

* * • • • 

(h) One Managerial Aide to the Direc¬ 
tor (Appointive). 

(5 U.S.C. 3301. 3302, E.O. 10577, 19 F.R. 7521, 
3 CFR. 1954-1958 Comp., p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[sealI James C. Spry, 

Acting Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-12736; Filed. Nov. 25. 1966; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 24—HOUSING AND HOUSING 
CREDIT 

Chapter II—Federal Housing Admin¬ 
istration, Department of Housing 
and Urban Development 

SUBCHAPTER G—HOUSING FOR MODERATE 
INCOME AND DISPLACED FAMILIES 

PART 221—LOW COST AND MOD¬ 
ERATE INCOME MORTGAGE IN¬ 
SURANCE 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

1. In Part 221 in the Table of Contents 
a new § 221.3 is added to read as follows: 
Sec. 

221.3 Definition of displaced family. 

Subpart A—Eligibility Requirements— 
Low Cost Homes 

2. In Part 221 a new § 221.3 is added to 
read as follows: 

§221.3 Definition of displaced family. 

As used In tills subpart, the term "dis¬ 
placed family" shall mean a family dis¬ 
placed from an urban renewal area, or as 
a result of governmental action, or as a 
result of a disaster determined by the 
President to be a major disaster. 

3. In §221.12 paragraph (b) is 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 221.12 Eligibility limitations—two- to 
four-family residence**. 
***** 

(b> Is a displaced family. 

4. In § 221.30 paragraph (a>(l> is 
amended to read as follows: 

§221.30 Maturity of mortgage. 

(a) • • * 

(1) In the case of a displaced family, 
if it is determined by the Commissioner 
that the mortgagor is not able to make 
the required payments under a mortgage 
having a shorter amortization period. 

• * * • • 

5. In § 221.50 the introductory text is 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 221.50 Mortgagor's minimum invert- 
incut. 

At the time a mortgage is insured, the 
mortgagor shall have paid on account of 
the property at least 3 per centum of the 
Commissioner’s estimate of its acquisi¬ 
tion cost, except where the mortgagor is 
a displaced family. A mortgagor quali¬ 
fying as a displaced family shall have 
paid on account of the property, at the 
time the mortgage is insured, not less 
than : 

• * * * • 
Subpart C—Eligibility Requirements— 
Moderate Income Projects 

6 . In § 221.537 paragraph (c) is 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 221.537 Additional occupancy require¬ 
ments; preferred purchasers or 
tenants. 

• • • • # 

(c) Preference for displacees. In all 
cases, preference or priority of oppor¬ 
tunity to rent dwelling units shall be 
given to families or single persons who 
have been displaced from an urban re¬ 
newal area, or as a result of govern¬ 
mental action, or as a result of a disaster 
determined by the President to be a 
major disaster. 

• • • * » 

(Sec. 211. 52 Stat. 23: 12 U.S.C. 1715b. Inter¬ 
pret or apply sec. 221, 68 Stat. 599, as 
amended; 12 U.S.C. 1715Z) 

Issued at Washington, D.C., Novem¬ 
ber 21. 1966. 

Philip N. Brownstein, 
Federal Housing Commissioner. 

IF.R. Doc. 66-12759; Filed. Nov. 25. 1966; 

8:47 ajn.) 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Agency 

SUBCHAPTER F—AIR TRAFFIC AND GENERAL 
OPERATING RULES 

[Docket No. 7264; Arndt. 91-34] 

part 91—general operating 
AND FLIGHT RULES 

Authorization for Ferry Flight With 
One Engine Inoperative; Extension 
of Time for Compliance With Cer¬ 
tain Provisions 

The purpose of these amendments to 
§ 91.45 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is to provide an additional 90-day 
period for air carriers and commercial 
operators of large aircraft to comply with 
two provisions of the rules recently is¬ 
sued concerning ferry flight with one 
engine inoperative to a base for repair 
of that engine. 

As issued October 14. 1966. effective 
November 19, 1966, § 91.45 provides new 
rules under which this kind of ferry 
flight can be conducted if certain re¬ 
quirements are met. Among other re¬ 
quirements. the approved Airplane Flight 
Manual must contain performance data 
(and the flight conducted in accordance 
therewith ) on runway length for takeoff 
including temperature accountability 
(§ 91.45(a) (2) (iv)). In addition, the 
rule w r ould prohibit takeoffs from wet 
runw’ays unless takeoffs with full con¬ 
trollability from wet runw r ays have been 
approved and included in the Airplane 
Flight Manual. Both of these require¬ 
ments are new. 

On November 7, 1966, Air Transport 
Association petitioned for a 90-day ex¬ 
tension of the effective date of these two 
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provisions, to permit development, ap¬ 
proval. and issuance of temperature ac¬ 
countability data (particularly for recip¬ 
rocating engine powered airplanes) and 
to allow testing, development, and ap¬ 
proval of flight manual data for takeoffs 
from wet runways. 

The “temperature accountability” re¬ 
quirement involves determination of 
temperature correction data to be applied 
to the performance data in the approved 
Airplane Flight Manual for standard 
temperature conditions. The required 
data is not readily available; therefor ad¬ 
ditional time is needed to obtain the data, 
make the manual changes, and obtain 
FAA approval. 

Only one model airplane actually has 
been demonstrated on wet runway for 
the required capability. Conducting 
these tests is difficult, and more time will 
be needed to conduct them, develop flight 
manual data, and obtain approval. 

In view of these circumstances, the 
Agency has concluded that granting a 


reasonable additional time period is ap¬ 
propriate to allow certificate holders to 
comply with these two provisions. These 
amendments therefore extend the com¬ 
pliance date for meeting these new re¬ 
quirements. 

Since these amendments grant relief 
by extending the date for compliance 
with requirements of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Regulations that cannot feasibly be 
complied with in less than 90 days, I find 
that notice and public procedure hereon 
are not necessary, and these amendments 
may be made effective immediately. 

In consideration of the foregoing. 
§ 91.45(a) (2) (iv) and (3) <ii) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations are amended, 
effective November 18. 1966. to read as 
follows: 

§91.45 Authorization for ferry flight 
with one engine inoperative by air 
carrier* and commercial operator* of 
large aircraft. 

(a) General. * * * 

( 2 ) * • • 


• iv) Runway length for takeoff (in¬ 
cluding, after February 20, 1967, tem¬ 
perature accountability). 

• • * • • 

<3) ♦ * • 

(ii) After February 20, 1967, a limita¬ 
tion that takeoffs must be made from dry 
runways unless, based on a showing of 
actual operating takeoff techniques on 
wet runways with one engine inoperative, 
takeoffs with full controllability from 
w r et runways have been approved for the 
specific model aircraft and included in 
the Airplane Flight Manual; 

• • • • • 
(Secs. 307, 313(a), 603, 607, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354, 1424. 1427» ) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Novem¬ 
ber 18, 1966. 

D. D. Thomas. 

Acting Administrator . 

|F.R. Doc. 66-12737: Filed, Nov. 25. 1966; 

8:45 a.m.| 


(Reg. Docket No. 7742; Amdt. 5111 

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


The amendments to the standard instrument approach procedures contained herein are adopted to become effective 
when indicated in order to promote safety. The amended procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same classifi¬ 
cation now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the complete procedure is republished 
in this amendment indicating the changes to the existing procedures. 

As a situation exists which demands immediate action in the interests of safety in air commerce, I find that compliance 
with the notice and procedure provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act is impracticable and that good cause exists for 
making this amendment effective within less than 30 days from publication. 

In view of the foregoing and pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 5662 >. Part 97 (14 
CFR Part 97) is amended as follows: 

1. By amending the following automatic direction finding procedures prescribed in § 97.11(b) to read: 

ADF Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altltudee are In feet MSL. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise Indicated, except visibilities which arc In statute miles. . ... , „ , . , . . . 

If an Instrument approach procedure of the above type b conducted at the below named airport, it shall be In accordance with the following Instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach b conducted In accordance with a different procedure for such tiirjmrt authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over sptxdficd routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for cn route operation In the ixirticular area or asset forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility mtnimuins 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
Z-engluc. 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Cordova VO R 

DVN KBn..... 

1 Hi.-,-! 

2000 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

300 1 

200 

Moscow Iut. . 

DVN KBn. . 

Direct.... 

23<>0 

C-dn.. 

400-1 

500-1 

500 1 r ; 

Big Itock Int... 

DVN RBii . .. 

Direct. 

3400 

8-du-2. 

400-1 

400-1 

400 1 

Moline V< i !{ 

DVN KBn. 

Direct. 

23IX) 

A-dnf. 

800 2 

800-2 

800 2 

Buffalo Int..J........ 

DVN KBn... 

Direct. 

2300 






Radar available. 

Procedure turn S side of ers, 219° Outbnd, 039° Inbnd. 2109' within 10 miles. 

Miiiiinuin^ultltude oyer facility on final approach ers, 1500\ 

If visual contact not establinhe!? uiwu descent to authorized lauding niinimums or if landing not accomplished within 2.2 miles after passing DVN RBn, make left-ell m long 
him t<> 2100 ' and return to DVN KBn. . . . * .. 

Notes: (1) Final approach from holding pattern not authorized. Procedure turn required. (2) Use Moline altimeter setting when control zone not effective. 

^Alternate niinimums not authorized when control zone not effective. Alternate niinimums apply at all limes for air carrier with approved weather reporting service. 
MSA within 25 miles of facility: oS S -W—2600 / ; U90°-l8<i*-2800'; 180"~270 # —2109'; 270 D -«10*—2.W. 

( Ky, Davenport; State, Iowa; Airport name. Davenport Municipal; Elev., 753'; Foe. Class., BH; Ideut., DVN; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 3; EtT. date, 17 Dec. (W; Slip. Amdt. 

No. 2; Dated, 28 Nov. W 


New Hebron Tut 
Lewis Vo R 




PLX RBn... 
PLX KBn... 
PLX RBn... 


Direct- 

Direct... 

Direct.. 


2100 

T-dn.. 

309-1 

300 1 

3500 

C-dn.. 

600 1 

•500 1 

2100 

6-dn . 

NA 

NA 


A-dn__ 

NA 

NA 


200 * » 
tiOO-lJi 
N A 
NA 


Procedure turn W sidcofcrs, 339“ Out bnd, 150° Inbnd, 2109' within 19 miles. 

Miiilinum altitude over facility on final approach era, 1063'. 
i acility on airport. * 

-)\r«y v **ual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing niinimums or if landing not accomplished within 0 mile after passing RBn, make right-climbing turn to 
return to RBil 

Notes: (l) Use Terre Haute, Ind., altimeter setting. (2) Procedure not authorized betw een 0100 to 1300 Greenwich time, 
within 25 miles of facility: 090° O90 c ~2600'; (wu*-300°—2109'. 

Cil - V . Robinson; State,IB.; Airport name, Robinson Municipal; Elev., 453'; Fac. Class., MHW; Ident., PLX; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 17 Dec. 00; Sup. Amdt. No. 

Orlg.; Dated, 16 Sept. <>5 
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2. By amending the following very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures prescribed in § 97.11(c) to read: 

VOR Standard Instrumknt Afpuoacb Pbocbdum 

Bearings, heading?, courses and rndlnls are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings arc In feet ubovc airport elevation. Distances are In nautical 
milts unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are In statute miles. 1 

1/ an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at tbo below named airport, It shall be In accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach Ls conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial aooroanhf l 
shall bo made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall corrasixmd with those established for on route operation in the jwirt icuhir area or as set forth below s 



Transition 


Ceiling and visibility minimunis 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 


2-engixip or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

V-141.... 

11YA VOR..... 

Via Radar vector 

1500 

T-dn __ 

500 1 
805-1 
800-2 
N A 

500 1 
800-1 
800-2 

W A 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 
Hired. 

| NA 

Y Ifl? _ _ 

IIYA VOR..... 

to final Ap¬ 
proach era. 

Via Radar vector 
to final Ap¬ 
proach crs. 

within 

15 miies. 

C-d. 

C-u.. 

A win 




DME mlnimums— DME equipment, req 
C-dn.„..j 500-1 | GU0-2 j 


Radar required. 

Procedure turn not authorized. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 1500'; over 6-rnfic 1>MF. Fix, 872\ 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 113 a —10.2 miles. 

If visual contract not established upon descent to authorized landing mlnimums or if landing not accomplished within *0 miles after passing IIYA VOR. or within 10 2 
DMB miles of H YA VORTAC, make a climbing right turn to 1900': Return to II YA VOR. Hold 8, right turns, 1 minute, 357® Inbnd. 

Notb: Vso Hyannis altimeter setting. 

Caution: 3Ur antenna. 2 miles flW of airport. 

•Distance from point of visual contact to airport. 4.2 miles. 

M8A within 25 miies of facility: UUtl°-30<P—1500'. 

City, Chatham; Slate, Mass,; Airport name, Chatham Municipal; Elev.. 72'; Fac. Class., L-BVORTAC; Idcnt., II YA; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 2: Eff. date, 17 Dec. GO, Sun. 

Arndt. No. I; Dated, 9 Apr. 06 


R 154’, G RW VOR clockwise. 

R 238*, GRW VOR. 

Via 15-mile DME 
Arc. 

2200 

T-dn_ 

C-dn.. 

305-1 

505-1 

305-1 

505-1 

m-n 

500-1! t 

R 270*, GRW VOR counterclockwise. 

R 23S°, GRW VOR.. 

Via in-mile DME 
Are. 

2200 

A-dn.. 

800-2 

800-2 

8092 


Procedure turn 8 side of ers, 238* Outbnd, 058® Inbnd, 1700' withiu 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 1300'. 

Cis and distance, facility to nir[*ort, 058°—4.3 miles. 

If visual contact not established ui>on descent to authorized landing mlnimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.3 miles after passing G RW VO RTAC, climb to 1900' 
on R 068* within 15 miles, or when directed by ATO. make right turn, climbing to 1700' ami return to G RW VO RTAC. 

MSA within 25 inUoe of facility: OOO'-OtK)^—1800'; 090M80*—1800'; 18q°-270*—2300'; 270^60*—1600'. 

City, Greenwood; State, Miss.; Alri»ort name, Municipal; Elev., 12B®; Fac. Class., H-BVORTAC; Ident., GRW; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 5; Eff. date, 17 Dec. 66; Sup, Arndt. 

No. 4; Dated, 11 Jan. 61 


•Bellville Int_*_ 

Industry VOR. 

Direct . 

2000 

T-du*_ 

305-1 

350-1 

NA 





C-d_ 

1(K)0-1 

1U05-1 

NA 

/ 




O-n.- 

1005-2 

1005-2 

NA 





H-dn. 

NA 

NA 

NA 





A-du"_ 

NA 

NA 

NA 


Procedure turn N side of ers, (f73° Outbnd, 253’ Inbnd 2000' withiu 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 2tXX/. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport. 253°—12.5 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing mlnimums or if lauding not accomplished within C miles after passing Industry VO R t urn right, proceed 
direct to Industry VOR climbing to 2UOO\ Hold E on Industry VOR, R 073°. 

Note; Use College Station, Tex., altimeter setting. 

•Aircraft must remain VF R until cleurauce received from ATC, 

••No weather service available. 

MSA withiu 25 miles of facility: 000°-090*—lGOfF; 090*-180"—lOOtf; 180® 270’—1809'; 270’-3W-1700'. 

City, La Grange; Stale, Tex.; Airport name. Rocky Creek Ranch; Elev., 390'; Fac. Class., L-BVOR; Ident., IDU; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. Orlg.; Eff. date, 17 Dec. 06 


T-dn_ 

C-dn_ 

S-du-19#.. 
A-dn. 


Odji_ 

8-dn 19#. 


305-1 

305-1 

700-1 

700 1 

700-1 

700-1 

1000 2 
i: 

1000-2 

I 605-1 I 

1 600-1 1 

1 -”1 

600-1 


200-Jf 

700-1M 

7091 

1000-2 

MIX 

609-1 


Radar available. 

Procedure turn W side of crs, 359° Outbnd, 170° Inbnd, 230(/ within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 2000'; at 2.5.mile DME Fix, 1234'. 

Crs and distance, facility to broakoff point, 179°—4.2 miies; breakoff point to runway. 187*—0.6 mile. 

If visual contact not established u|»on descent to autliorlzed lauding mlnimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.2 miles after passing PQ[ VOR, make rlglit-clunblag 
turn to 2300' direct to PQl VOR. Hold N of PQI VOR, 1-minutc light turns, 179° Inbnd. 

Note: Use Lorlug altimeter setting. 

#Reduction not authorized. 

MS A within 25 miles of facility: 000° 090*—3001/; 090M80’—3100'; 180* 270*—3000'; 270*-360 a —3000'. 

City, Presque Id©; State, Maine; Airport name, Presque Izle Municipal: Elev., 534'; Fac. Class., II-BVORTAC; Ident., PQI; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 2; Eff. date, 17 Dec. 66; 

Sup. Amdi. No. I; Dated, 18 Dec. 65 
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VOB Standard Instrument Approach Pbocedurb— Continued 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-cngine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 

or Wt 

More than 
65 knots 





T-d... 

300-1 

300-1 

300-1 





C-d_ 

800-1 

800-1 

800-1 1 j 





S-d-4. 

800-1 

800-1 

800-1 





A-d. 

NA 

NA 

NA 


Kitunr avauauu-. 

Procedure turn S side of crs. 229° Outlmd, 049* Inbnd, 2200' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2200'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 049*—9.5 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minim urns or if landing not accomplished within 9.5 miles after passing VO B, make right-climbing turn 
to 2200\ proceed to Waterville VO K. Hold SW Watcrvillc VO U R 229°, right turns. 1 minute, 049° Inbnd. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-090°—3100'; 000M80*—2400'; 180*-360°-2200'. 

City, Toledo: State, Ohio; Airport name, Toledo Municipal; Kiev., 622*; Fac Class., L-BVO RTAC; Went., VWV; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 2 ; EfT. date, 17 Dec. 66; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 1; Dated, 26 Oct. 03 


Buy Int_*__ 

LAX VOR (final). 

Direct.. 

3000 

T-dn%. 

300-1 

300-1 

2 oo 1 





O-du"_ 

800-1 

800-1 

800-14 





A-dn*. 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2 


Radar available. 

Procedure turn S side of crs, 285° Outlmd, 105° Inbnd, 3800' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitide over facility on final approach crs, 3000', over Redondo Int (LAX 135°/5.7-inilo DME Fix), 1300'. 

Crs and distance, Redondo Int/LAX R 135°/5.7-mile DME Fix to airport, 135°—2.9 miles. 

if visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing mminmms or If landing not accomplished within 2.3 miles after passing Redondo Int/8.6iuile 1)\1 E Fix 
LAX R 135°, turn left, climb via LOB R 269° to 2000' at Redondo Int, or when directed by ATC, turn left, climb via b-mile DME Orbit to R 123°, climb Inbnd to 0-mile DMK 
Fix LAX R 123° nt 2000'. 

Noth: When authorized by ATC, DME may be used at 7 miles at 3000' to position aircraft on LAX R 285* for a straight-in approach with elimination of the procedure him. 
••Circling SW of airport not authorized. 

•Weather service available 0600-2200. 

^Southbound (125° through 245°) 1FR departures; climb via authorized ATC departure procedures. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-000°-7200'; 090°-180°—2500'; I80°~270°—2400'; 270°-360 & —5200'. 

City, Torrance; State, Calif.; Airport name, Torrance Municipal; Elev., 101'; Fac. Class., H-BVORTAC; Went., LAX; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 5; EtT. date, 17 Dec. 66; Sup. 

Arndt. No. 4; Dated, 20 Feb. 65 


10-mile DME Fix, R 108°. 

YKM VOR (fiiuil) _ 

Direct. 

3000 

T-dn$#%. 

300-1 

300-1 

300 

deed Int... 

YKM VO R.... 

Direct. 

4500 

C-dn*. 

800-2 

800-2 

806 





A-dn.. 

900-2 

900-2 

000 


Procedure turn 8 side of crs, 108° Outlmd, 288° Inbnd, 4500' within 10 miles. 

Final approach from holding pattern at YKM VOR not authorized, procedure turn required. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 3000'. 

Crs and distance, facility to air|>ort, 244—3.6 miles. 

If visual contact not established uikiti descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not nccotuplisliod within 3.6 miles after passing YKM VOR, make a right- 
climbing turn mid ret urn to VOR. climbing to 4500'on R 108° within 15 miles. AH turns S side, R106*. 

Note: When authorized by ATC, DME may lie used between R 090° YKM VOR clockwise to R 221° YKM VOR with 14 miles at 4500' to position aircraft for straight-in 
approach with elimination of procedure turn. 

CauhoH: High terrain extends from NE to NW of Y’KM VOR. 

(Visibility reduction not authorized. 

iTakcoff minimums Runways 4/22 and 16/34: 500-1 day, 800 2 night. 

^Takeoffs all runways: Climb on R 284° YKM VOR within 6 miles of YKM VOR to cross YKM VOR at or above, castbound V-4 2000'; westbound V-4/4S 4100'; south¬ 
bound V-25 4200\ V-25E 2300'; northbound V-25 4100'; northeast bound V-448 3300'; southwestbouml V-44S 0800', V-448S 2600'. AH turns S side R 284* YKM VOR. 

Circling 8 of the airport not authorized 110° clockwise through 205° from airport location point. Terrain and obstructions within this area and within 1.7 miles to 218.V. 
MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-090°—5300'; 090°-180°—4100'; 180°-270°-6800'; 270°-360°—6200'. 

City, Yakima; State, Wash.; Airport name, Yakima Municipal; Elev., 1082'; Fae. Class., TT-BVORTAC; Ident., YKM; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 7; EiT. date, 17 Dec. 66; Sup. 

Arndt. No. 6; Dated, 4 Dec. 65 

3. By amending the following terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedures prescribed in § 97.13 
to read: 

Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials arc magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet M8L. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances arc in nautical 
miles unless otherwise Indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be In accordance with the following Instrument approach procedure, 
an approach Is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorised by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
* 0*11 be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes sliall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-cnglne or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more t han 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More tlian 
65 knots 

R139®, JXN VOR clockwise. 

JXN, R 240°. 

Via 10-mile DME 

2800 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

R 360°, JXN VOR counterclockwise_ 


Arc. 


C-dn_;... 

500-1 

500-1 

500 14 

JXN, R240°.._. 

Via 10-mile DME 

2900 

B-dn-5.._ 

600-1 

500-1 

500 1 

10-mile DME Fix, R 240°........ 


Are. 


A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800 2 

4-mile DME Fix, R 240° (final)._*_ 

Direct 

1500 

Minimum* with 1)MK: 







C-d ii.. 

400-1 

1 500-1 

I 506-14 

_ 




8-dn-5.. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 


I rondure turn 8 side of era, 240° Outbnd, 060° Inbnd, 2300' within 10 miles. 

altitude over 4-niilc DME Fix on final approach crs, 1500'. 
fwfity on airport. 

rtvnrL V !!l ll “ contacl not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if lauding not accomplished over JXN VOR, climb to 2300' on R 060° within 10 miles, 
rcve *f* crs, proceed to JXN VOR. 

u«F 10 £LJ w *' tower, 11.3 miles NW; 1330' tower, 2.2 miles SE; mo' tower, 3 miles NE. 

n.s.v within 25 miles of facility: U00°-090°—2400'; 09G°-180°—2500'; 180°-270°—2600'; 270°-300°—3000'. 

“y, Jackson; Stale, Mich.; Airport name, Reynolds Municipal; Kiev., 1000'; Fac. Class., L-BVORTAC; Ident., JXN; Procedure No. Ter VOR-5, Arndt. 3; Ed. date, 17 Dec. 

66; Sup. Arndt. No. 2; Dated, 11 June 66 
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Terminal YOU Standard Instrument Approach Procedure —Continued 


Transition 




Course and 
distance 

Minimum 


2-englne or less 

From— 

To- 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 


Ceiling and visibility mlnlmums 


More than 
2*engtne, 
more than 
65 knots 


It 188°, JXN VOR clockwise. 

R 068°, JXN VOR counterclockwise 
10-mllo DM8 Fix, R 308®. 


JXN, R 308°__ 

JXN, R 308°.. 

4-mile DME Fix, R 308° (Qnal) 


Via 10-mile DME 
Arc. 

Via 10-mile DME 
Arc. 

Direct.. 


2800 

2900 

1500 


T-drt.. 

C-dn. 

8-dn-13. 

A-dn_ 

Mini mums with DME: 

C-dn. 

8-dn-13. 


300-1 

600-1 

500-1 

800-2 

400-1 

400-1 


300-1 

600-1 

500-1 

800-2 

60O-1 I 
400-1 


200 -H 

600-1 a 
600-1 
800-2 

500-14 

400-1 


Procedure turn W side of era, 308° Outbnd, 128° Inbnd, 2300' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over 4-mile DME Fix on dual approach ers, 1500'. 

If ft vb 5 ual°oont 4 ii’t r uot established upon descent to authorized landing minlmums or if landing not •accomplished over JXN VOR, climb to 2300' on R 128° Within 10 miles. 

RCV CU?rr!oN- 1 TWerl^lLS mil^NW. 1946'; tower. 2.2 miles 9E, 1-W; tower, 3 miles NR, 1310'. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-090°—2400'; 090°-180°—2500'; 180°-270°-2000'; 270°-360*—3000\ 

City Jackson: State, Mich.; Airport name, Reynolds Municipal; Kiev., 1000'; Fac. Class., L-RVORTAC; Idcnt., JXN; Procedure No. Ter VOR-13, Arndt. 4; EfT. date, 17 Dec. 

6G; Sup. Arndt. No. 3; Dated, 11 June 66 


MmIrim Ini 

JXN VOR. . 

Direct. 

2600 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

R 280®, JXN VOR clockwise.....___ 

JXN, R 046°... 

Via 10-inile DME 

2900 

C-dn.. 

700-1 

700-1 



Arc. 


S-dn-23#.- 

700-1 

700-1 

n 9Uft° TVW VOR rmiriterelockw 

JXN, It 046® . . . 

Via 10-mile DME 

2800 

A-dn... 

800-2 

800-2 

XV £vVl f d All 1 V *> IVUIRVlViVVAII ITt ..»••••• 


Arc. 


Minimums with 

DME: 


Id ,» lift HMF Fi* JXN R 046® 

2-mile DME Fix, R 046° (final) . 

Direct _....._ 

1700 

C-dn . 

400-1 1 

1 500-1 1 







1 1 


700-lJ* 

700-1 

800-2 

MO-ltf 


Procedure turn NWlde of ere. 046® Outbnd, 226° Inbnd, 2300' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over 2-mllc DME Fix on final approach ers, 1700\ 

I ^visual ©ontacTnot established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished over JXN VOR, climb to 2300' on R 226° within 10 miles. 
Reverse ers, proceed to JXN VOR. , 

Caution: 1946' tower, 11.3 miles NW; lSSO* tower, 2.2 miles SF.; 1310' tower, 3 miles NE. 

#Reduction not authorized for nonstandard RKIL. _ _ % ___ 

MSA within 25 miles or facility: 000®-000®-2400'; 090®-lS0®-2500'; 180°-270°-2600'; 270°-360°-3000'. 

City. Jackson; State, Mich.; Airport name, Reynolds Municipal; Kiev.. 1000'; Fac. Class., L-BVORTAC; Ident., JXN; Procedure No. Ter VOR-23, Arndt. 4; EfT. date, 17 Doc. 
" 66; Sup. Arndt. No. 3; Dated, U June 66 


R 023°, JXN VOR clockwise. 

R 263°, JXN VOR counterclockwise- 

10-mile DME Fix, R 143®. 


JXN, R 143® ___ _ 

Via 10-mile DME 

2800 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 


Arc. 


C-dn. 

700-1 

700-1 

JXN, R 143® . 

Via 10-mile DME 

2800 

S-dn-31. 

700-1 

700-1 


Arc. 


A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

2-niilc DME Fix (final).... 

Direct. 


Miuinmiris with DME: 




1700 

C-dn...J 

600-1 1 

1 500-1 1 




S-dn-31. 

H 

600-1 


200,4 
700-14 
700-1 
800-2 

600-14 

600-1 


Procedure turn F. side of ers. 143® Outbnd, 323® Inbnd, 2300' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over 2-mile DME Fix on Haul approach ers, 1700'. 

If vLsual^outacl not established upon descent to authorized landing minlmums or if landing not accomplished over JXN VOR, climb to 2300' on It 308® within 10 miles. 
Reverse ers, proceed to JXN VOR. , , 

Caution: Tower, 2.2 miles SE, 1330'; tower. 11.3 miles NW, 1946'; tower, 3 miles NK. 1310'. 

MSA within 25 mites of facility: 00O>-090°—2400; 090°-180°—2600'; 180®-270®—2600'; 27{P-300°-3000'. 

City, Jackson; State, Mich.; Airport name, Reynolds Municipal: Kiev., 1000'; Fac. Class., L-BVORTAC; Idcnt., JXN; Procedure No. Ter VOR-31, Anult. 4; Eff. date, 17 

Dec. 06; Sup. Arndt. No. 3; Dated, 2 Jan. 65 


T-dn%.. 

C-dn. 

S-dn-20U#.. 
A-dn*. 


mums apply: 

C-dn.. 

y-dn-20K#. 


300-1 

300-1 

800-1 

800 1 

800-1 

800-1 

1000-2 

1000-2 

l Marker received, the foil 

| 400 1 1 

1 600-1 1 

400-1 

400-1 


300-1 
800 1.4 
800-1 
1000-2 


600-14 

400-1 


Procedure turn N side of ers, 015® Outbnd, 195° Inbnd, 2100' within 10 mites. 

Minimum altitude over Tri-Citics Fan Marker, 1203'; over PSC VOR, 803'. 

Facility on airport. 

Crs and distance, brenkoff point ot approach end of Runway 20R, 205°—0.7 mile. 

If visuaf contact 1 not*establLshed upou desccui to authorized landing minimums or if tending not accomplished within 0 mite of VO R, turn left, climb to 3000’ on R !H • 
PSC VOR within 10mites. 

C aution: Restricted area 6 miles NW of airport. . t _ .. 

♦Alternate minlmums not authorized whim control zone not effective. Use Walla Walla altimeter setting when control zone not effective. 

runwiiylTcdiinb on R 111°, PSC VOR within 10 mites to cross PSC VOR at or above 1500’ southbound on V-112W. All maneuvering N side, R HI 0 . 

VO It! 

MSA within 25 mites of facility: 000 o -090°-2000'; 090°-1&0°-3400'; 180°-270°—4300*; 270*-36(F-4600'. 

City, Pasco; 8tate, Wash.; Airport name, Trl-CItics ;Elcv. # 403'; Foe. Class., L-BVOR; Ident, PSC; Procedure No. VOR-20B, Arndt 7; Eff. date, 17 Dec. CO; Sup Arndt. No. 5 

Dated, II June 06 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Aptboacd Prooedurc — C ontinued 


11933 


Transition 

Celling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-cuglne or less 

More than 
3-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

66 knots 
or less 

More than 
66 knots 





T~du%_ 

C-dn. 

S-dn-29R#. 

A-dn*. 

300-1 

800-1 

800-1 

1000-2 

300-1 

800-1 

800-1 

1000-2 

300-1 

800-1H 
800-1 
1000-2 


Procedure turn E side of ors, ill* Oatbnd, 291* Inbnd, 2100' within 10miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 1203'. 

Facility on airport. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimum* or if landing uot accomplished within 0 mile of VO R, turn right, climb to 300t/ on R 015* 
within 10 miles. 

Caution: Restricted area fl miles NW of airport. 

•Alternate minimums not authorized when control zone not effective. Uso Walla Walla altimeter setting when control zone not effective, 
gliding scale not authorized. 

%TakcolTs all runways: CUmb on R 111*, P8C VOR within 10 miles, to cross PSC VOR at or above ISOf/ southbound on V-112W. All maneuvering N side. R 111*. PSC 

VOR. 

MSA within 26 miles of facility: 000*-000*—2000'; 090M80*—3400'; 180*-270*-4300'; 270°-360*—4600'. 

City, rasco; State, Wash.; Airport name, Tri-Cities; Kiev., 403'; Fac. Class.. L-BVOR; Ident., PSC; Procedure No. VOR-29R, Arndt. 7; F.ff. date, 17 Dec. 06: Sup. Arndt. 

No. 6; Dated, 11 June 60 


R 190*, MBS VOR clockwise. 

R 070*, MBS VOR counterclockwise. 
R 313*, MBS VOR 8-mile DME Fix. 


R 313*, MBS VOR. 

R 313°, MBS VOR__ 

R 313* MBS VOR 3-miie DME Fix 
(Anal). 


Via 8-railc DME 
Arc. 

Via 3-mile DME 
Are. 

Direct. 


2200 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-K 


C-dn. 

600-1 

600-1 

eoo-iH 

2200 

S-dn-14_ 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 


A-dn.. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

1267 

Minimums with 

DME: 




C-dn. 

400-1 1 

! 500-1 1 

1 500-1 H 


8-dn. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 


Procedure turn W side of ers. 313* Outbnd, 133* Inbnd, 2200* within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over 3-mlIe DME Fix on final approach ere, 1267'. 

Facility on airport. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0 mile of MBS VOR, climb to 2200* on MBS VOR 
R 170* and return to MBS VOR. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000 c ~000°-2200'; 090°-180°—2700'; 1$0 C -270*-2600 / ; 270°-360*-1900'. 


City, Saginaw; State, Mich.; Airport name. Tri-City; Kiev., 667'; Fac. Class., L-BVORTAC; Ident., MBS; Procedure No. Ter VOR-14, Amdt. 3; Eff. date. 17 Dec. 66; Sud. 

Arndt. No. 2; Dated, 8 Jan. 60 


R040*, MBS VOR clockwise_ 

R 280°, MBS VOR counterclockwise.. 

R 159°, MBS VOR 8-mile DME Fix. 


R 159°, MBS VOR.. 

R 159°, MBS VOR. 

R 159°. MBS VOR 3-mlle DME Fix 
(final). 


Via 8-mile DME 

Arc. 

Via 3-mile DME 
Arc. 

Direct. 


2600 

T-dn_. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-M 

700-1** 


C-dn. 

700-1 

700-1 

2600 

8-dn-32.. 

700-1 

700-1 

700-1 


A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

1367 

Minimums with DME: 

C-dn.....| 600-1 1 

1 600-1 1 

1 600-1** 


S-du-32,| 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 


Procedure turn W side of ere, 159* Outbnd, 339* Inbnd, 2200' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over 3-miie DME Fix on final approach ere, 1367'. 

Facility on airport. 

I#, visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or 1/landing not accomplished within 0 mile of MBS VOR climb to 2200' on R 313* within 
10null* and return to MB8 VOR. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-000°-2200'; 090°-180°-2700'; 180*-270*—2000'; 270*-300 <> —1900'. 

City, Saginaw; State, Mich.; Airport name, Tri-City; Elev., 667'; Fac. Class., Lr-BVORTAC; Ident., MBS; Procedure No. Ter VOR 32, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 17 Dec. C6 




T-dn*. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-3 i 



C-dn. 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2 



8-dn-3G%. 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2 



A-dnf.. 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2 



II Bomar Fan Marker is identified, minimums become: 



C du..| 

| 600-1 1 

1 600-1 1 

I 600-1** 



8-du-30. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 


Procedure turn W side of ere, 194° Outbnd, 014° Inbnd, 2400' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 1300' 0200' if Bomar Fan Marker is identified). 

Facility on alrjiort. Cre and distance, Bomar Fan Marker to Runway 36, 014°—4.3 miles. 

ovT 1101 established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0 mile of SYI VOR, turn left, climb to 2400\ rctnm 

\ 0H - ho,d ». 1M° Outbnd, 014° Inbnd, left turns, 1 minute. 

^ t0 terrain NE and SE of airport, departing aircraft with limited climb capability should climb to 3000' on a westerly heading before continuing on era. 
/buenoeuon not authorized. 

not rojuimums authorized for air carriers only, provided such air carriers have approval of their arrangement for weather service at this airport. Weather service 

{vauabfe to the general public. 

MbA within 25 miles of Facility: 000* 360°—2500'. 

city, Shclbyvillc; State, Tenn.; Airport name, Bomar Field; Kiev., Mf : Fac. Class., T-BVOR; Ident., SYI; Procedure No. Ter VOR-36, Amdt. 2; Eff. date, 17 Dec. 66; Sup. 

Amdt. No. l; Dated, 13 Nov. 66 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


4. By amending the following very high frequency omnirange—distance measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures 
prescribed in § 97.15 to read: 

VOR/DME Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and rndiuls Are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSB. Ceilings are In feet abovo airport elevation. Distance^ are In nautical 
miles unloss otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are In statuto miles. 

If an Instrument approach procedure of the above type is oonductod at the below named airport, It shall be in accordance wltb the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agenoy. initial approaches 
shall bo made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall corresjxmd with those established for on route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-cngino, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 


PROCEDURE CANCELED, EFFECTIVE 17 DEC. 1066. 

City, Torrance; State, Calif.; Airport name, Torrance Municipal; Kiev., 95'; Fac. Class., II-BVORTAC; Idcnt., LAX; Procedure No. VOR/DME No. 1. Arndt. 1; Etf. date, 

20 Feb. 65; Sup. Arndt. No. Orig.; Dated, 2 Nov. 63 

5. By amending the following instrument landing system procedures prescribed in § 97.17 to read: 

ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevotions and altitudes ore In feet MSL. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an Instrument approach procedure of the above type Is conducted at the below named airport, It shall be In accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach Is conducted In accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as sot forth below. 


Transition 

Celling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englnc or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Plattsburgh VOR. 

Causeway Int. 

Direct. 

1800 

T-du. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-34 

Causeway Int__ 

BT LOM (final). 

Direct.. 

1800 

C-dn... 

G00-1 

600-1 

600-1# 

Burlington VOR...______ 

BT LOM..1.. 

Direct__ 

2700 

S-dn-15. 

20044 

200-J4 

200-# 

Keesevillc Int.__.................___ 

BT LOM. 

Direct. 

3100 

A-dn_ 

600-2" 

600-2 

1500-2 





With glide slope Inoperative: 







S-dn-15*. 

<00-. 

| *»-> 

400-1 


Radar available. 

Procedure turn N side NW ers, 326° Outbnd, 146° Inbnd, 1800' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception Inbnd, 1800'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1778' — 1.8 miles, at MM, 508'—0.8 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing mminiums or if landing not accomplished within 4.8 miles after passing BT LOM, make climbing left 
turn to 1800' and proceed direct to BT LOM. Hold NW of BT LOM on Burlington ILS localizer era, 146° Inbnd, 1-minute left turns. 

Notes: (1) Southeastbound departures cross the BTV VOR at 4000' or above. (2) Back ers unusable. 

•400-H authorized with operative high-intensity runway lights except for 4-engine turbojets. 400-,4 authorized with operative ALS except for 4-engine turbojets. 

City, Burlington; State, Vt.; Airport name, Burlington; Elev., 335'; Fac. Class., IL8; Idcnt., I-BTV; Procedure No. ILS-15, Arndt. 10; Eff. date, 17 Dec. 66; Sup. Annlt. So. 0; 

Dated, 23 Oct. 65 


10-milc DME Fix FWA VOR, R 134*_ 

Wliitely Int.... 

New llaven Int..... 

Rock Creek Int.... 

Fort Wayne VOR. 

It 068°, FWA VOR clockwise. 

It S3*, FWA VOR counterclockwise. 


LOM (final).*. 

LOM. 

LOM. 

LOM. 

LOM. 

FWA SE ILS era.... 

FWA SE IL8cre_.. 


Via localizer ere... 

2100 

T-dn@). 

300-1 

300-1 

Direct... 

2200 

C-du_. 

400-1 

500 1 

Direct. 

2200 

S-dn-31*#. 

200-34 

200-34 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Via 10-mile DME 
Arc. 

Via 10-mile DME 
Arc. 

2200 

2100 

2600 

2600 

A-dn. 

600-2 

600-2 


axHf 
A 00-1H 
200-K 
000-2 


Itadar available. 

Procedure turn E side of SE era, 135* Outbnd, 315* Inbnd. 21IX/ within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitudo at glide slope interception Inbnd, 210tr. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approocIk end of runway at OM, 2046'—3.8 miles; at MM, 1075'—0.7 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, climb to 2600' on NW era. ILS 
westbound on R 281° FWA VO R. or os directed by ATC, climb on N W era, ILS to 2600' and proceed direct to Wolflake VO R. 

Note: Glide slope unusable below 1001'. 

(&RVR 2400' authorized Runway 31. 

•400H# required when glide slope not utilized, reduction below H mile not authorized. 

#200' celling required, RV U as sole operating minimums not authorized. 


and proceed to Whildy In 


City, Fort Wayne; State, Ind.; Airport name, Baer Field; Elev., 80P; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-FWA; Procedure No. ILS-31, Arndt. 13; Eff. date, 17 Dec. 66, Sup. Amdt. Nu. 

12; Dated, 16 July 66 


PROCEDURE CANCELED, EFFECTIVE 17 DEC. 1066. 

Island of Guam, Mariana Islands; Airport name, Andersen AFB; Elev., 006'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-UAM; Procedure No. ILS-6R, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 24 Sept. 66; Sup. 

Arndt. No. Orig.; Dated, 26 Mar. 66 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 14935 


1LS Standard Instrument ArunoArn Procedure — Continued 



Transition 



Ceiling 

: and visibility minimums 



Course and 
distance 

Minimum 


2-engine or less 

More than 
^engine, 
more than 
66 knots 

From — 

To— 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

« 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

\l .meliDcl Ar VO H 

MHT RBn___ 

Direct _ 

2000 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-VS 

MIWCIiCdIOT V wa—... 

1 i 1 /.4 «•/! ] f 1 JLf 

Pelham Int_ _ 

Direct .. 

2000 

C-dn*. 

COO-1 

600 1 

GOO-1** 

UWlHiiO I.V>m . .....——— ............ —»— 

Bostml VOR _ _ 

Pelham Int __ __ 

Direct... 

2000 

B-dn-35**. 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1 


MHT OM (final) . 

Direct. -. 

2000 

A-dn".. 

NA 

NA 

NA 





With glide slope 
S-du-35f#_ 

noperattve: 

600-1 

6001 

| 600-1 


R'wl'ir av«illul»lc. 

Procedure tuni W side of cr*. 172* Outbnd, 352® Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles of MI1T HBn. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception Inbnd, 2000'. 

Altitudeof glide slope awl distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1921'—5.1 miles; at MM, 482'—0.6 mile. 

If visual contact not established ution descent to uuMmrizcd lauding minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.5 miles aflCT passing OM, or at the MM, make a left- 
cltmblng turn to 2000'. return to MilT RBn. Hold 8 of MHT RBn, !>*-miiiuteleft turns, 352® Inbnd. . 

Notes: (1) bolding pattern authorized to allow interception of glide slope over tlie OM. (2) MHT RBn a State owned facility and must be monitored aurally 

during this approach. (3) Back ers unusnble. 

Caution: 540' antenna, 1.0 miles SW of airport. . , .. 

•7Ck>' circling and GOO' stralght-in applies when control zone not effective and/or altimeter setting obtained from CON rSS. 
f Reduction not authorized. 

••800-2authorized for those air carriers with approved weather reporting service. 

# With inoperative glide slope, descent to cross MHT RBn lnbful at 13U/ s authorized. 

City Manchester; State, N.H.; Airport name, Grenier Field (Manchester Municipal); Kiev., 233'; Fac. Class., IL8; Ident., I-MIIT; Procedure No. II&-35, Arndt. 2; Eff. date, 
*’ * 17 Dec. 05; Sup. Arndt. No, 1; Dated, 15 Jan. 06 


OKU VOR 

LOM .- 

Direct. 

2600 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-M 





C-dn$.. 

400 1 

600-1 

600- V/i 





S-dn-9$*. 

300-Vi 

300-Ji 

300 -K 





A-dn$._ 

700-2 

700-2 

700-2 


• Riular available. 

Procedure turn 8 side of ers, 269° Outbnd, 089° Inbnd, 2600' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glklc slope interception Inbnd, 2000'. __ „ „ 

Altitude of glide slope and distance- to approach end of runway at OM, 2496 —5.7 miles; at MM, 1001 —0.6 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authoriz«<! landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.7 miles of LOM, climb to 2G00' on K ers of ILS within 
15 miles, or when directed by ATC, make right-climbing turn to ^GOO* on R 165° OSH VO R within 15 miles. . 

Notes: (1) No approach lights. (2) Use Green Buy altimeter setting when control zone not effective. (3) Circling and stralght-in ceiling minimums are raised 100 feet and 
alternate minimums not authorized when control zone not effective. 

Caution: Runways 4/22 and 13/31 unlighted. 

IThese minimums apply at all times for air carriers with approved weather reporting service. 

f-UA) J Required when glklc slope not utilized and 40<H4 authorized with oiierative IIIUL except for 4-engine turbojets. 

City, Oshkosh; State, Wis.; Airport name, Wiuncbago County; Kiev., 795'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-OSH; Procedure No. ILS-9, Arndt. 8; Eff. date, 17 Dee. 06; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 7; Dated, 19 Nov. G6 


Freeport Int.________ 

PW LOM.. 

Direct. 

2100 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-Vv 

Kcnnrlmnk VOR... 

Buxton Int ... 

Direct__ 

2100 

C-dn.. 

G00-1 

C00-1 

C00-1& 

Buxton Int. 

PW LOM (tinal)... 

Direct. 

1800 

B-dn-11*"_ 

300-3i 

300-H 

300-fi 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 





With glide slope inoperative: 







8-dn-ir*_ 

600-^j 600-Ji'| 

| eoo-x 


Procedure turn 8 side of ers, 292° Outbnd, 112° Inbnd, 2100' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope Intercept km Inbnd, 1800'. 

Altitude of glide slojie and distance to approach end of runway at OM. 1741'—5.4 miles; at MM, 272'—0.6 mile. , , 

If visual contact not established uixm descent to authorized landing minimum* or if landing not accomplished within 6.4 miles after passing PW LOM, make right-climbing 
turn to 1*100' direct PW LOM. lloJd W of PW LOM, 1-miuute right turns, 112® Inbnd. 

Note: Back ers unusable. 

••Reduction not authorized. 


City, Portland; State, Maine; Airport name, Portland Municipal; Kiev., 66'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I PWM; Procedure No. ILS-11, Arndt. 6; Eff. date, 17 Dec. 66; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 5; Dated, 29 Jan. GO 


YKM VOR..• 

YK LOM. 

Direct..._ 

4500 

T-dn#%$. 

300-1 

300-1 

ZOO-K 

(Heed int_ 

YK LOM.. 

Direct. ___ 

4500 

C-dn*.. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 




S-dn-27$_ 

A-dn.. 

300-5i 
900-2 

300-?* 

900-2 

300-*4 
900 2 


Procedure turn 8 side of ers, 089° Outbnd. 269° Inbnd, 4500' within 10 miles. 

>l approach from holding pattern at YK LOM not authorized, procedure turn required. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception Inbnd, 4000'. 

Altitude of glide slope ami distance to approach end of runway at OM, 3395'—6.9 miles; at MM, 1315'—0.6 mile. .... _ _ _ 

n visual contact not establislied upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, make right-climbing turn and climb to 450(r on E ers, ILS 
10 miles of LOM. 

vvuv E n U) Procedure not authorized with glide slope Inoperative. (2) When authorized by ATC, DMF may be used between R 090°, YKM VOR clockwise to R 221°, 
i r.m \ OR within 14 miles at 4800' to position aircraft for straight-in approach with elimination of procedure turn, 
t aution: High terrain extends from NE to NW of YKM VOR. 

JVfeihility reduction not authorized. 

# lakeoff minimums Runways 4A22 and 16/34: 50fr 1 day, 800 2 night. 

«**! runways Climb on R 284®, Y KM VO R within 0 miles of Y KM VO R to cross YKM VOR at or above, eostbound V-4 2000': westbound V-4/4S 4100', south- 
.lu* 5 4J00 ' : V “2»K 23(10'; northbound V-25 4100'; northeastbound V 448 3300'; southwestbound V 448 6800'; V-448* aW. All turns 8 side R 284° YKM VO R. 
v ircling 8 of the airport not authorized UtF clockwise through 2Q5 C from airport location point. Terrain and obstructions within this area and within 1.7 miles to 2185'. 

(, hy, Yakima; State, Wash.; Airport name, Yakima Municipal; Kiev., 1062'; Foe. Class., 1L8; Ident., I-YKM; Procedure No. 1LS-27, Amdt. 13; Eff. date, 17 Dec. 66; Sup. 

Arndt. No. 12; Dated, 4 Dec. 65 


No. 229-3 
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6. By amending the following radar procedures prescribed in § 97.19 to read: 

Radar Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elcvntions and altitudes are in feet, MSL. Ceilings are iu feet above airport elevation. Distances arc in nautical 
miles unless otherwise Indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If a radar instrument approuch is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance w ith the following instrument procedure, unless an approach is conducted 
iu accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches shall be made over specified 
routes. Minimum altitude(s) shall correspond with those established for on route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. Positive identification must be cstab- 
lished with the radar controller. From initial contact with radar to final authorized landing minlmuins, the instructions of the radar controller arc mandatory except whoa 
(A) visual contact is established on final approach at or before descent to the authorized landing miniinums, or (B) at pilot's discretion if it appears desirable to discontinue 
the approach, except when the radar controller may direct otherwise prior to final approach, a missed approach shall be executed as provided below when (A) communication 
on final approach Is lost for more than 6 seconds during a precision approuch, or for more than 30 seconds during n surveillance approach; (B) directed by rudar controller; 
(C) visual contact is not establislied upon descent to authorized landing miuinmms; or (D) if lunding is not accomplished. 


Transition 

Celling and vLiibllity minlmums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 


2-cnglne or less 

More than 
2-cnglna, 
more than 
65 knots 

Condition 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

326° clockwise to 

160°. .. 

0-15 miles.. 

2000 

Surveillance a 

ipnach 

1 

160° clockwise to 

32*1°.... 

0-15 miles. __ 

#2300 

T-dn*. 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1 

360° clockwise to....___..._....... 

180°... 

15-30 miles.. 

2000 

Odn... 

600-1 

600 1 

000-14 

180° clockwise to__ 

260°... . 

15-30 miles.. 

2300 

8-dn-15R, 33L, 

000-1 

600 1 

euo-i 

260° clockwise to....______ 

360°.. 

15-30 miles_ 

2700 

25$. 








A-dn. 

80Q-2 

800-2 

800-2 


If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing min Imumsor If landingnot accomplished: Runway 33L—Climb to 2700'and proceed direct to DE LOM 
Runway 25— Make right-climbing turn and proceed direct to DE LOM at 2700'. Runway 15 R—Climb to 2000' and proceed direct to QO RBn. 

Air'Carrieh Note: Sliding scale not authorized. 

*300-1 takeoff authorized Runway 33 only. .. , 

#2800' within 3 miles of four. 1737% 1738'. 1740', and 1753' towers NW of airport; 2100' witiiiu 3 miles of 1060' tower, A miles NW of airport. 

$ Reduction below l mile not authorized for RE1L. 


City, Detroit; State, Mich.; Airport name. Detroit City; Elev., 626'; Fac. Class., Ident., Detroit City Radar; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 3; EfT. date, 17 Dec. 66; Sup. Arndt. No. 

2; Dated, 5 Mur. 6«) 


f 

000°____ 

360°... 

0-10 miles.. 

1000 

1 

1 ^ 1 

Precision approach 

1 

36(1° 

016° . .. 

10-30 miles.. 

1900 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300 1 

200-4 

015° 

035° . 

10-50 miles. 

2600 

C-dn. 

400-1 

500-1 

500-14 

035°. 


10-50 miles. 

1900 

S-dn-6R/24L.... 

2004 li 

2004* 

200-4 

200° 


10-15 miles. 

2100 

A-dn.. 

600-2 

600-2 

000-2 

200°.... 

265°.. . 

10-50 miles_ 

2300 

Surveillance approach 


265* 

360°. . 

10-50 miles_ 

1600 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

300 1 

300 1 





C-dn. 

400-2 

5002 

500-2 



— 


H dn-6R/24L_... 

400-2 

400-2 

400-2 





S-du-6L/24R_ 

400-2 

400-2 

400-2 





A-dn... 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


All l>earings are from radar site with sector azimuths progressing clockwise. ... . rtAlw ., 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorised lunding minlmums or if landing not accomplished for Runways CL and 6R. climb on 065° beading to -W, 
contact Guam approach control. For Runways 24L and 24 R, climb on 244° heading to 2500'; contact Guam approach control. ... _ ... ,.... 

Notes: (I) Turbulence may be expected on final approach to Runways 24. (2) PAR glide slope 2.98°. (3) Prior approval required from Commander, Andersen Ar l» 
or civil aircraft. (4) Reductions not authorized. 

sluud of Guam, Mariana Islands; Airport name, Andersen AFB; Elev., 605'; Fac. Class., Ident., Andersen Radar; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 3; ElT. date, 17 Dec. 66; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 2; Dated, 12 Nov. 66 


These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein. 

(Secs. 307(c), 313(a), 601, Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(c), 1354(a), 1421; 72 Stat. 749, 752, 775) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on November 9, 1966. 


W. E. Rogers. 

Acting Director , Flight Standards Service. 


|F.R. Doc. 66-12442; Filed, Nov. 25, 1966; 8:45 a.m.J 


Chapter II—Civil Aeronautics Board 

SUBCHAPTER A—ECONOMIC REGULATIONS 

(Reg. No. ER-478J 

PART 208—TERMS, CONDITIONS AND 
LIMITATIONS OF CERTIFICATES TO 
ENGAGE IN SUPPLEMENTAL AIR 
TRANSPORTATION 

Substitute Air Transportation; Foreign 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 22d day of November 1966. 

In conjunction with its decision in the 
foreign and overseas phase of the Sup¬ 
plemental Air Service Proceeding, Docket 
13795, et. al./ the Board concurrently 
amended Part 208 of its Economic Regu¬ 
lations, which contains the provisions 
governing the charter operations of cer- 


: Orders E-24237. E-24238, and E-24239, is¬ 
sued on Sept. 30. 1966. 


tificated supplemental air carriers except 
those rules applicable to inclusive tour 
charters, to expand the coverage of that 
regulation to foreign and overseas air 
transportation. 8 In its petition for re¬ 
consideration of the above decision, 
Overseas National Airways requests that 
§ 208.32a as adopted therein * * 3 be amended 
(1) to exclude those delays caused by 
the prohibition of flights to, as well as 
from, the airport of departure because of 
weather or other operational conditions, 
and (2) to delete the requirement that 
the delay will be excluded only if it occurs 
while the air carrier has an airworthy 
aircraft available at the departure air¬ 
port. The only reply to ONA’s petition 

Regulation ER-474, which was attached 

to and incorporated In the aforesaid Board 
decision. 

3 Section 208.32a provides, inter alia, that 

following a delay of 46 hours in the departure 
of a charter flight substitute air transporta¬ 
tion must be provided. 


was filed by the Board’s Bureau of Oper¬ 
ating Rights, which concurred in the first 
proposal but made no comment with re¬ 
spect to the second. 

On reconsideration, we have deter¬ 
mined to amend § 208.32a in the first 
respect set forth above in order to ex¬ 
pand the exculpatory effect of that pro¬ 
vision to situations where the carrier is 
prevented by weather or other opera¬ 
tional conditions from positioning an air¬ 
craft at the airport of departure. 
However, we shall deny ONA’s petition 
with respect to its second request since 
it is not unreasonable in our view to re¬ 
quire a carrier to maintain an aircraft in 
operational readiness during the period 
of delay. 4 


* If ONA's second proposal were adopted, 
carrier could commence maintenance on an 
aircraft during a period of delay caused oy 
adverse weather and, if the weather suddenly 
abated, the aircraft might not be in cona - 
tion to immediately depart. 
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For the reasons set forth in Regula¬ 
tion ER-474, the Board finds that fur¬ 
ther notice and public procedure hereon 
are not in the public interest. Accord¬ 
ingly, the Board hereby amends Part 208 
of its Economic Regulations <14 CFR 
Part 208), effective November 26, 1966, 
by revising § 208.32a(a) (4) to read as 
follows: 

§ 208.32a Flight delays and substitute 
air transportation (foreign). 

♦ ♦ • • • 

(a) Substitute air transportation. * * * • 
(4) In determining the period of time 
during which the departure of a charter 
flight has been delayed within the pur¬ 
view of this paragraph, periods of delay 
caused by the prohibition of flights to 
or from the airport of departure because 
of weather or other operational condi¬ 
tions affecting such airport shall be ex¬ 
cluded if, and while, the air carrier has 
available an airworthy aircraft which is 
capable of transporting the charter 
group in a condition of operational 
readiness. 

• • • • • 

(Sec 204(a). 72 Stat. 743; 49 U.S.C. 1324. In¬ 
terpret or apply secs. 401(d)(3). 401 (n), 407, 
and 417 of the Federal Aviation Act, 76 Stat. 
143; 49 U.S.C. 1371, 76 Stat. 144; 49 U.S.C. 
1371. 72 Stat. 766; 49 U.S.C. 1377. 76 Stat. 
145: 49 U.S.C. 1387, and sec. 7 of Public Law 
87-528, 76 Stat. 146) 

Effective: November 26, 1966. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Harold R. Sanderson, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 66-12766; Filed, Nov. 25, 1966; 

8:47 a.m.J 


[Reg. No. ER-479] 

PART 295—TRANSATLANTIC SUPPLE¬ 
MENTAL AIR TRANSPORTATION 

Definitions; Charter Flight 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
at its office in Washington, D.C., on the 
22d day of November 1966. 

In conjunction with its decision in the 
Reopened Transatlantic Charter Investi¬ 
gation ( All-expense Tour Phase ), Docket 
11908. et al ., 1 the Board amended 
5 295.2(b) of its Economic Regulations 
to expand the definition of transatlantic 
“charter flight” to include inclusive tour 
charters. 2 Subsequent to the adoption 
of the above amendment (ER-475) on 
March 11 , 1966, but prior to its issuance 
on September 30, 1966, the Board issued 
a separate amendment (ER-467)* revis¬ 
ing § 295.2(b) so as to authorize the 
transatlantic supplemental air carriers 
to furnish free and reduced rate trans¬ 
portation to employees of other carriers 
under certain conditions. Since ER-475 
does not include the language adopted 
in ER-467. it now becomes necessary to 
^end § 295.2(b) so as to incorporate 


1 Orders E-24240 and E-24241, Issued on 

B^Pt. 30, 1966. 

Regulation ER-475, which was attached 
and Incorporated In the above orders. 

* ER-467 was adopted on June 24, 1966. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

the provision concerning free air trans¬ 
portation. 

Capitol Airways in its petition for re¬ 
consideration of Order E-24241 and Reg¬ 
ulation ERr-475, issued on September 30, 
1966, has requested that Part 295 be 
amended so that foreign as well as do¬ 
mestic persons would be authorized to 
become tour operators. This matter was 
not litigated in the reopened proceeding 
and it raises special problems as to the 
extent to which the Board should assert 
jurisdiction over and regulate foreign 
tour operators. Accordingly, we will de¬ 
fer the matter for future consideration 
in a rule making proceeding. 

Inasmuch as the regulation involved 
herein involves only an administrative 
correction, we find that further notice 
and public procedure hereon are unnec¬ 
essary and not in the public interest. 
Accordingly, the Board hereby amends 
§ 295.2(b) of its Economic Regulations, 
effective November 26, 1966, to read as 
follows: 

§ 295.2 Definitions. 

• * * ' • • 

(b) “Charter flight” means air trans¬ 
portation performed by a direct air car¬ 
rier on a time, mileage, or trip basis 
where ( 1 ) the entire capacity of one or 
more aircraft lias been engaged for the 
movement of persons and their personal 
baggage. 

* • * # * 

With the consent of the charterer, the 
direct air carrier may utilize any unused 
space for the transportation of ( 1 ) the 
carrier's own personnel and property 
and/or < 2 ) the directors, officers, and 
employees of a foreign air carrier or an¬ 
other air carrier traveling pursuant to a 
pass interchange arrangement. 

* * • • • 

(Sec. 204(a), 401 (d) (3). 403, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958. as amended. 72 Stat. 743; 49 
U.S.C. 1324, 72 Stat. 754. as amended by 76 
Stat. 143; 49 U.S.C. 1371, 72 8tat. 758, as 
amended by 74 Stat. 445; 49 U.S.C. 1373) 

Effective: November 26, 1966. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Harold R. Sanderson, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-12767; Filed, Nov. 25, 1966; 

8:47 a.m.J 


Title 15—COMMERCE AND 
FOREIGN TRADE 

Chapter III—Bureau of International 
Commerce, Department of Com¬ 
merce 

SUBCHAPTER B—-EXPORT REGULATIONS 

[ 10th Gen. Rev. of Export Regs., Arndt. 23 J 

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 

Parts 369, 373, 374, 379, 382 and 385 of 
Title 15 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions are amended as set forth below. 

(Sec. 3, 63 Stat. 7; 50 U.S.C. App. 2023; E O. 
10945, 26 F.R. 4487, 3 CFR 1959-1963 Comp; 
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E.O. 11038, 27 F.R. 7003, 3 CFR 1959-1963 
Comp.) 

Effective Date. October 21, 1966. 

Rauer H. Meyer, 

Director , Office of Export Control. 

I. Atlanta, Ga., airport authorized to 
clear air shipments for export. 

Purpose and effect: Certain inland air¬ 
ports in the United States have been au¬ 
thorized to clear air shipments for ex¬ 
port, as set forth in § 379.12 of the Com¬ 
prehensive Export Schedule . Atlanta, 
Ga., is now added to the list of airports 
with this authority. 

Effective date of action: October 21, 
1966. 

Accordingly, § 379.12(c) of the Com¬ 
prehensive Export Schedule is amended 
to read as set forth below. 

II. Reports not required on requests 
relating to the assurance of safe arrival 
of shipnients. 

Purpose and effect: The Export Reg¬ 
ulations require United States exporters 
to report requests for any action or for 
information which has the effect of fur¬ 
thering or supporting foreign restrictive 
trade practices or boycotts. 

Some U.S. exporters have reported re¬ 
quests for action or for information re¬ 
garding the use, or intended use, of ship¬ 
ping or transportation facilities of a 
designated country. In many of these in¬ 
stances, the request for action or infor¬ 
mation was made only to avoid the risk 
of confiscation of the commodities and 
to assure safe arrival of the shipment. 
After some experience with this type of 
reporting, the Bureau of International 
Commerce has concluded that such a re¬ 
quest is not a restrictive trade practice 
under the terms of the legislation nor 
under the Export Regulations. There¬ 
fore. the Export Regulations have been 
revised to make it clear that the require¬ 
ment that U.S. exporters shall report re¬ 
quests for information or action in sup¬ 
port of foreign restrictive trade practices 
or boycotts does not apply to either: 

1. A request or restriction solely pre¬ 
cluding the export of commodities to the 
importing country on shipping or trans¬ 
portation facilities owned, controlled, op¬ 
erated, or chartered by a country, or a 
national of a country, friendly to the 
United States but not friendly to the 
importing country; or 

2. A request or restriction solely pre¬ 
cluding the export of commodities to the 
importing country on a carrier which 
stops, prior to stopping at the port of un¬ 
lading, at a port in a country friendly to 
the United States but not friendly to the 
importing country. 

U.S. exporters are not required to re¬ 
port these types of requests for an action 
or for information to the Office of Export 
Control. 

Effective date of action: October 21, 
1966. 

Accordingly, the Note following § 369.2 
(b) of the Comprehensive Export Sched¬ 
ule is amended to read as set forth below. 

m. Restrictions under Time Limit and 
Project Licensing procedures. 

Purpose and effect: Certain commodi¬ 
ties listed in §§ 374.2 and 377.2 are ex- 
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eluded from the Time Limit and Project 
Licensing procedures. The lists of com¬ 
modities subject to these restrictions are 
now extended to include the following: 

68321 Bars. rods, angles, shapes, and sec¬ 

tions of porous nickel having a pu¬ 
rity of 99 percent or more. 

68322 Plates, sheets, strips, and foil of po¬ 

rous nickel having a purity of 99 
percent or more. 

68323 Tubes, pipes, blanks, and fittings 

therefor, and hollow bars of porous 
nickel having a purity of 99 percent 
or more. 

In addition, unpublished technical 
data relating to porous nickel may no 
longer be exported under the Project Li¬ 
censing procedure. 

Effective date of action: October 28, 
1966. 

Accordingly, § 374.2 (c) and (d) of 
the Comprehensive Export Schedule are 
amended to read as set forth below. 

IV. Revision of General License GTDU. 

Purpose and effect: Two changes have 

been made in the Export Regulations re¬ 
garding exports of unpublished technical 
data relating to certain materials and 
equipment: 

1. Unpublished technical data relating 
to certain materials and equipment listed 
in § 385.2(c) (3) may not be exported un¬ 
der the provisions of General License 
GTDU. The list of materials and equip¬ 
ment subject to this restriction is now ex¬ 
tended to include porous nickel. There¬ 
fore, a validated license is now required 
to export technical data relating to po¬ 
rous nickel to all destinations except 
Canada. In submitting an application 
for a license to export technical data re¬ 
lated to porous nickel, the applicant is 
required to include a written statement 
from his foreign consignee regarding cer¬ 
tain assurances set forth in § 385.4(c) (3) 
(iv) of the Export Regulations. 

2. Before exporting unpublished tech¬ 
nical data relating to certain materials 
and equipment under the provisions of 
General License GTDU, the exporter 
must obtain from the importer a written 
assurance that neither the technical data 
nor the direct product thereof is in¬ 
tended to be shipped, directly or indi¬ 
rectly. to Country Group W, Y, or Z. 
The list of materials and equipment sub¬ 
ject to this requirement for a written as¬ 
surance is now extended to include tech¬ 
nical data relating to Trimellitic acid 
and anhydrides; and pyromellitic acid 
and its dianhydrides (Export Control 
Commodity No. 51202). 

Effective date of action: November 21, 
1966. 

Accordingly, §§ 385.2(0 (3)(iv), (4) 
(iii) <ff> and 385.4(c) (3) (iv) of the Com¬ 
prehensive Export Schedule are amended 
to read as set forth below. 

V. Revision of the Commodity Control 
List . 


1. Increases in General License GLV 
Dollar-Value Limits. Effective immedi¬ 
ately the GLV Dollar-Value Limits are 
increased for the commodities listed 
below. 

The numerical reference enclosed in 
parentheses after the commodity de¬ 
scription indicates the entry on the Com¬ 
modity Control List in which the com¬ 
modity being increased in GLV Dollar- 
Value Limit is included. 


Export 

control 

com¬ 

modity 

No. 


Commodity description 


New 
GLV 
dollar 
value 
limit for 
country 
Rroup V 


51209 

51309 

62988 

66700 

71922 


72491 


72499 


72409 


72930 


72952 


72995 


V Inylidene’fluoride. (14) .. 

Monocrystalline Indium com¬ 
pounds. 13) .—. 

racking materials wholly made of 

polyvinyl fluoride. (1) . 

Quartz crystals, natural and syn¬ 
thetic, unworked or worked, 

radio grade. (1). 

Centrifugal and axial flow com¬ 
pressors and blowers capable 
of: (a) an overall compression 
ratio of 2:1 or more coupled with a 
cajmcity of over 372,000 cubic feet 
per minute, or (b) an overall com¬ 
pression ratio of 3:1 or more 
coupled with a capacity of over 
106,0(X) cubic feet per minute. 


Equipment designed to insure the 
privacy or secrecy of analog and/ 
or digital communications as 
follows: (a) Standard commercial 
facsimile or video systems em¬ 
ploying only transposition of 
analog information, and (b) in¬ 
dustrial and commercial video 
systems for pay television and 
similar restricted audience tele¬ 
vision in which privacy is ob¬ 
tained by the use of nonstandard 
sweep systems aud not employ¬ 
ing digital techniques to modify 
an analog transmission; and 
specialized components, as¬ 
semblies, subassemblies, ports, 

and accessories therefor. (1)_ 

Other equipment designed to in¬ 
sure the privacy or secrecy of 
analog ami/or digital commu¬ 
nications as follows: (a) Standard 
commercial facsimile or video 
systems employing only trans¬ 
position of analog information, 
and (b) Industrial and com¬ 
mercial video systems for pay 
television and similar restricted 
audience television in which 
privacy is obtained by the use of 
nonstandard sweep systems and 
not employing digital transmis¬ 
sion or digital techniques to mod¬ 
ify an aualog transmission; and 
specialized components, assem¬ 
blies, subassemblies, parts, and 

accessories therefor. (12). 

Panoramic adaptors for commercial 
receivers which are limited to 
searching a spectrum of not more 
tlian plus or minus 20 percent of 
the intermediate frequency of the 
receiver or plus or minus 2 

megacycles. (14)... 

Television camera tubes of types 
included in the 11th entry on the 
Commodity Control List under 
this Export Control Commodity 

Number. (11th). 

Otlicr industrial process indicating 
recording and/or controlling in¬ 
struments containing one or 
more electronic components 
(incorporating one or more elec¬ 
tron tubes or transistors), except 
huge case potent lometric instru¬ 
ments (that is, those with one 
face dimension 6 inches or larger). 

(66). 

Sintered electrolytic tantalum 

capacitors having a casing made 
of epoxy resin or sealed with 
epoxy resin; and specially 

designed parts. (2 and 3)- 


500 

250 

500 

500 


500 


250 


250 


250 


COO 


* 1,000 


500 


Export 

control 


com¬ 

modity 

No. 


Commodity description 


New 
GLV 
dollar 
limit for 
country 
group V 


27998 


86111 


Quartz crystals, except: (a) special¬ 
ly designed crystals or assemblies 
for use as Alters, and (b) those 
for use as oscillators as follows: 
(0 Designed for operation over 
a temperature range wider than 
70° C., (il) designed for a fre¬ 
quency stability of plus or minus 
0.003 |**rcent or better over the 
rated temperature range, (iii) 
mounted in glass holders, (iv) 
mounted In thermocompression 
welded metal holders, or (v) 
capable, when mounted, of being 
passed through a circular hole 
with a diameter of 0.42 inch 

(10.7 xnm.). (3). 

Quartz crystals, radio grade only. 
(3). 


500 


1 Tlw» GLV Dollar-Value Limit is also increased lo 
$1,000 for shipments of this commodity to Country 
Group T. 

2. Decreases in General License GLV 
Dollar-Value Limits. Effective 12:01 
a.m., October 28, 1966, the GLV Dollar- 
Value Limits are decreased for the com¬ 
modities listed below. 

Shipments of these commodities which 
were on dock for lading, on lighter, laden 
aboard an exporting carrier, or in transit 
to a port of exit pursuant to actual orders 
for export prior to 12:01 a.m., October 
28, 1966, may be exported under the pre¬ 
vious General License GLV Dollar-Value 
Limit up to and including November 21. 
1966. Any shipment not laden aboard 
the exporting carrier on or before No¬ 
vember 21, 1966 requires a validated 
license for export. 

The numerical reference enclosed in 
parentheses after the commodity de¬ 
scription indicates the entry on the 
Commodity Control List in which the 
commodity being decreased in GLV 
Dollar-Value Limit is included. 


Export 
control 
eom- 
modi ty 
No. 


Commodity description 


New 
GLV 
dollar 
value 
limit for 
group V 
country 


51470 

51500 

58120 

58120 

58120 


72991 


Lithium salts and compounds. 


Lithium 6 and 7, and their coin- 

pounds. (8) ..-. 

Plastic products, unfinished or 
semifinished, wholly made of 
fluorocarbon polymers or co¬ 
polymers. (3) .. 

Other molding cnmjiosltions con¬ 
taining more than 20 percent by 
weight of fluorocarl>on polymers 

or copolymers. (4) .. 

Laminates partially made of fluoro¬ 
carbon poly mere or copolymers, 
Including molded, decorative, 
or laminated with other materials 

or metals. (5) .-.— - 

Other articles n.e.c. wholly made 
of fluorocarlron polymers or co¬ 
polymers, except polyvinyl flu¬ 
oride. (4) .-.----- 

Permanent magnets containing 
more than 25 percent cobalt and 
having initial permeability 70,01)0 
oersteds (0.0875 henry per incter) 
or over. (6) ..-. 


25 


25 


25 


50 

125 


i The OLV Dollar Valuo Limit for Country Group T 
Is reduced from $1,000 to $500. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Supplement No. 1—Time Schedules for Submission of Applications for Certain 

Commodities 

1. Crutain Copper Commodities 


Export 
rontrol 
commod¬ 
ity No. 

Commodity 

Submission 
dates for 
non historical 
applicants (no 
later than 
date shown 
below) 

Submission 
dates for 
historical 
applicants 
(no later 
than date 
shown below) 

28101 

Copper metalliferous ash and residues. . . — . 

July 31,1986 

Nov. 30,1066 

28402 

Copper and copper-baso alloy waste amt scrap. Including copper nllov 
waste and scrap of less than 40 percent copper content where copjier is 
the component of chief weight. 

_do. 

Do. 

28403 

Nickel waste And scrap containing 50 j>ercenl or more copper Irrespective 
of nickel content. 

. do. 

Do. 

08212 

Refined copper, including remeltod, in cathodes, billets, ingots (except 
eopi>cr-lmsoalloy ingots), wire bars and other crude forms. 

_do... 

Do. 

68212 

Copper-base alloy ingots composed essentially of copper with one or more 
other metals, for example: Beryllium copjier ingots, devurda alloy 
ingots, guinea alloy ingots, ounce metal ingots, otc. 

_do... 

Do. 


2. Catti.f. Hiuka, Calf and Kjp Skins, and Bovine Leathers 


21110 

Cattle hides, whole......—.. 

Sept. 30,1966 

Dec. 10,1966 

21110 

Cattle hide croupons, crops, dossets, sides, laitts, and butt bends..._ 

_do_ 

Do. 

21120 

Calf skins and kin skins... ..... 

.do. 

Do. 

61150 

Cattle hide :md kip side upper leather, grain, other titan patent and 
metalbead, except leather scrap. 1 

.do.. 

Do. 

61150 

Cattle hide and kip sklo sole, lulling, and welting leather, grain; eattle 
hide and kip side rough, russet, and crust leather; and whole splits, 
side splits, and bond splits; except leather scrap.* 

-do. 

Do. 

61150 

Cattle hide and kip side leather, n.e.c., except leather scrap *... 

_..do. 

Do. 

61150 

Calf and wdiole. kip up)»or leather, other than lining, patent, and metal¬ 
ized, except leather scrap.* 

.do. 

Do. 

61150 

Calf and whole kip leather, n.e.c., other than patent and metalized, 
except leather scrap.* 

.do. 

Do. 


* For purposes of this regulation, leather scrap Is defined as residual pieces remaining after multiple cuttings and 
not exceeding 2 square feet j>er piece. 

Supplement No. 2—Authorities Administering Import Certificate/Delivery 
Verification System in Foreign Countries 1 


Country 

Authority 

System 
admin¬ 
istered * 

Austria... 

Bimdcstnltilsierium fur Handel und Wiedcraufbau, Stubennlng 1, 
Vienna I. 

IC 


Biiudesiniiiistcrhim ftir Handel and Wicderuufbau—Aussenstollo Met- 
teralchgusse 4, Vienna III. 

DV 

Belgium. 

Minlstero des Affaires Ecoiiomiqacs. Office Central des Contingents et 
Licences, 11, Parcdu Clnquontcnaire, Bruxelles. 

IC/DV 

Denmark. . 

Handelsrainisteriets Lieenskontor, Oolhersgade 49, Copenhagen K. 

IC/DV 


IC/DV also Issued by Dunmnrks Nationalbaok, Liolmens Kauai 17, 
Copenhagen K, Custom-houses. 

DV 

France... 

Ministers des Finances ct des Affaires Econoiniques, Direction des 
Relations Ecouomiques Exterieurcs, Service des Autorlsatious Com- 
merciales, 8, me de la Toiir-des-Dumes. Paris (9cme). 

IC/DV 

Weat Germany (Federal) 

Bundesamt fQr gewerbliebe Wlrtschuft, Bocketihelmer Landslrasse 38- 

IC/DV 

Republic of Germany). 

40, 6 Frankfurt a/M. 


■Western Sectors of Berlin.... 

Senator fdr Wirt sc haft, Zcntrule Gcnchmigungsstcllc, Martin-Luther- 
8Ua«M log. i Berlin 62. 

IC/DV 

Greece-—- 

Banquc do Grece, Direction des Transactions Commerclales avec 
PKtrungcr. Athens. 

IC/DV 

Hong Kong. 

Import Control Brunch, Department of Commerce and Industry, Fire 
Brigade Building, Hong Kong. 

IC 


Department of Commerce and Industry, Connaught Road, Central, 
Along Kong. 

DV 

Italy......... ......_...... 

Minlstero del Commerciocon I’Kstoro... 

IC 


Dlrozione Generate delle importation to delle F. sport ar. Ion 1. Division VII, 
Rome, Dogann Italiana (of the town where the import takes place). 

DV 

Japan- 

Bureau of Intern at loual Trade aud Industry in Tokyo. Osaka, Fukuoka, 
Bapporo,Sendai,Nagoya, Marugamc, Uiroshima, Siilmonuseki, Kobe, 
Yokohama, and Shimizu. 

IC 


• 


Japanese Customs Offices____ 

Office des Licences, 21, rue Giesener, Luxembourg-Gure___..... 

DV 

Luxembourg.. 

IC/DV 

IC/DV 

IC/DV 

Netherlands.. 

Ccntrnie Dicnst voor In-eu Uitvoer, van Stolkwcg 14, The Hague _ 

Norway... 

Hundeisdcpurtuientet, Direktoratet for Eksport-oglmportregulering, 
Fr. Nansens pluss 5, Oslo. 

Portugal.... 

Report icao do Comercio Externo, Direccao-Ocral do Comercio, Sec* 
return de F.stado do Comercio, M inisterlo da Kconomin, Lisbon. 

IC/DV 

Turkey. 

Ministry of CoLuinerce, Department of Foreign Commerce, Anktura, 

IC 


Head Customs Office at the point of entry. 

DV 

United Kingdom..._.... 

Board of Trade, Export Licensing Branch, nillgate nouse, 35 Old 

IC 

Bailey, London, K.C.4, H.M. Customs and Excise, .Section 22, King's 
Beam House, Murk Lane, Loudon, E.C. 3. 

DV 


PART 374—PROJECT LICENSE 

§ 37-1.2 Commodities and technical da 1 a 
subject to project license. 

• » « • • 

(c) The following commodities: 

Export Control Commodity Number and 
Commodity Description 

21110 Cattle hides, whole. 

21110 Cattle hide croupons. crops, dossets, 
sides, butts and butt bends. 

21120 Calf skins and kip skins. 

28311 Copper ores and concentrates. 

28312 Copper matte. 

28401 Copper metalliferous ash and residue. 

28402 Copper and copper-base alloy waste 

and scrap. 

28403 Nickel waste and scrap containing 50 

percent or more copper Irrespective 
of nickel content. 

61150 Cattle hide and kip side upper leather. 

grain, other than patent and metal- 
Ized, except leather scrap. 1 
61150 Cattle hide and kip side sole, belting. 

and welting leather, grain: cattle 
hide and kip side rough, russet, and 
crust leather; and whole splits, side 
splits, and bend splits; except 
leather scrap.* 

61150 Cattle hide and kip side leather n.e.c., 
except leather scrap.* 

61150 Calf and whole kip upper leather, 
other than lining, patent and 
metalized. except leather scrap. 1 
61150 Calf and whole kip leather, n.ec., 
other than patent and metalized. 
except leather scrap. 1 

68211 Blister copper and other unrefined 

copper. 

68212 Refined copper, including rcmelted. 

in cathodes, billets, ingots, wire 
bars, and other crude forms. 

68212 Copper-base alloy ingots. 

68213 Master alloys of copper. 

68221 Bars. rods, angles, shapes, sections. 

and wire of copper or copper-base 
alloy. 

68222 Plates, sheets, and strips of copper or 

copper-base alloy. 

68223 Copper foil. 

68223 Paper backed copper foil. 

68224 Copper and copper alloy powders and 

flakes. 

68225 Tubes, pipes, and blanks therefor, and 

hollow bars of copper or copper- 
base alloy. 

68321 Bars, rods, angles, shapes, and sections 

of porous nickel having a purity of 
99 percent or more. 

68322 Plates, sheets, strips, and foil of 

porous nickel having a purity of 99 
percent or more. 

68323 Tubes, pipes, blanks, and fittings 

therefor, and hollow bars of porous 
nickel having a purity of 99 percent 
or more. 

69892 Copper and copper-base alloy cast¬ 
ings and forgings. 

71420 Electronic computers. 

72310 Wire and cable coated with, or in¬ 
sulated with, fluorocarbon polymers 
or copolymers. 


* Facsimilies of Import Certificates and Delivery Verifications issued by each of these’ countries may be inspected 
at any U.S. Department of Commerce field office listed on page i, or at the U.8. Department of Commerce, Office 
of Kxport control, 1201 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20230. 

* IC—Import Certificate. 

DV—Delivery Verification. 


*Por purposes of this regulation, leather 
scrap is defined as residual pieces remaining 
after multiple cuttings and not exceeding 2 
sq. ft. per piece. 
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72310 Coaxial-type communications cable 
as follows: (a) containing fluoro¬ 
carbon polymers or copolymers, (b) 
using a mineral insulator dielectric, 
(c) using a dielectric aired by discs, 
beads, spiral, screw, or any other 
means, (d) designed for pressuri¬ 
zation or use with a gas dielectric, 
or (e) Intended for submarine 
laying. 

72310 Other coaxial cable. 

72310 Communications cable containing 
more than one pair of conductors 
of which any one of the conductors, 
single or stranded, has a diameter 
exceeding 0.9 mm. (0.035 inch), as 
follows: (a) cable in which the 
nominal mutual capacitance of 
paired circuits is less than 53 na¬ 
nofarads/mile (33 nanofarads /KM), 
except conventional paper and 
air-dielectric types, (b) subma¬ 
rine cable, or (c) cable contain¬ 
ing fluorocarbon polymers or 
copolymers. 

72310 Other communications cable contain¬ 
ing more than one pair of conduc¬ 
tors and containing any conductor, 
single or stranded, exceeding 0.9 
mm. in diameter. 

72310 Other copper or copper-base alloy in¬ 
sulated wire and cable. 

72620 X-ray machines, and specially de¬ 
signed parts therefor, and flash dis¬ 
charge type X-ray tubes. 

72952 Vibration testing equipment. 

72952 Mass spectrometers. 

and 

86198 

72970 Neutron generators and specially de¬ 
signed parts therefor, and neutron 
generator tubes. 

Unpublished technical data re¬ 
lated to nuclear weapons, nuclear ex¬ 
plosive devices, or nuclear testing, as de¬ 
scribed in 5 385.2(c) (3) <vi), or related to 
porous nickel. 


PART 379—EXPORT CLEARANCE AND 
DESTINATION CONTROL 

§379.12 Air cargu clearance al certain 
port* of origin. 

* * ♦ • * 

<c) Airports designated as ports of 

origin. 


Atlanta. Ga. 
Baltimore. Mel. 
Boston. Mass. 
Buffalo. N.T. 
Chicago. Ill. 
Cleveland. Ohio. 
Dallas, Tex. 
Detroit, Mich. 
Honolulu, Hawaii. 
Houston, Tex. 

Los Angeles. Calif. 
Miami, Fla. 


Minneapolis, Minn. 
Newark, N.J. 

New Orleans, La. 
New York. N.Y. 
Philadelphia. Pa. 
Port Everglades, Fla. 
Portland. Oreg. 

San Diego. Calif. 

San Francisco, Calif. 
San Juan, P.R. 
Seattle. Wash. 


PART 382—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PROCEEDINGS 

VT. Revision of Denial and Probation 
Orders <Supplement No. I to Part 382, 

8 382 . 51 ). 

Tlie Denial and Probation Orders, Sup¬ 
plement No. l to Part 382, are revised as 

follows: 


A. Additions 


Name and address 

Effective 

date 

Expiration 

dates 

Export privileges affected 

Fkdkrai. 

Register 

citation 

Choon, llo Chce.9 I.eng Kee 

9-26-60 

Indefinite. 

General and validated licenses. 

31 F.R. 12851- 

Rd. t and 83'A Klin Keat Ave., 
Singa|»ore. 

Electronic Enterprise, 9 Leng 

9-20-00 

Indefinite. 

all commodities, any destina¬ 
tion, also exports to Canada. 
_do. 

12852, 

10-1-66. 

31 F.R. 12851- 

Kec Rd. t and S3-A Kiin Keat 
Ave., Singapore. 

Rawlins. C. J.. 187 Jalan Pudu, 

ICV- 6-66 

Indefinite_ 

___ .do... 

12852, 

10-1-66. 

31 F.R. 13357, 

Kuala Lumpur. Malaysia. 
Sakamoto, Takeo, 564-7 Chomc, 

10- 6-60 

Indefinite . 

.... do. 

10-14-66. 

31 F.R. 13358, 
10-14-66. 

31 F.R 13357, 
10-14-66. 

Kburo-inachi. Shinagawa-Ku, 
and 8-11 Koyuma. 6 Chomc, 
Shinagawa-Ku, and 1395 Hara- 
Hindii, Meguro-Ku, Toky o, 
Japan. 

Scientific Supply Co., 187 Jalan 
Pudu, Kuala Lumpur, 

Malaysia. 

10- 660 

Indefinite _ 

--.do.. . 


B. Amendments 


Charles Leopold and Co., Ltd., 
also known as Leopold Charles 
and Co.. Ltd.. 27-29 Whitfield 
Bt. f London W. 1., England. 

12 10 02 

9-13-66 (On 
probation 
from 9-14-66 
for duration) • 

. - .. 

Commodity Export, Ltd., 13 
Upper Berkeley St., London 
\V. 1., England. 

6-10 go 

12-7-66*•_ 

General and validated licenses, 
all commodities, any desti¬ 
nation, also exports to 

Canada. 

Darling, P., 27 29 Whitfield St., 
London W. I., England. 

12-10-62 

9-13-60 (On 
proltut km 
from 9-14 66 
for duration).* 

-.- 

Glovet Traders, Ltd., 13 Upper 
Berkeley St., Loudon W. I., 
England. 

0-10-06 

12-7-06**. 

General and validated licenses, 
all commodities, any <lesti- 
nation, also exjiorts to 

Canada. 

Lofton. Charles. 27-29 Whitfield 
St., Loudon W. 1., England 

12-10 62 

9-13-06 (Oft 
probation 
from 9-14-66 
for duration).* 


Leo|x>1d Charles and Co.. Ltd., 
also known as Charles lxopold 
and Co.. Ltd., 27-29 Whitfield 
St., London W. l., England. 

12-1 (L62 

9-13- 66 (On 
iirobat ioti 
from 9-14-60 
for duration).* 

..— 

Tokyo Seldensha Co., Ltd., 504-7 
Chome, Ebara-niaeiii, Shina¬ 
gawa-Ku, and 8-11 Koyama 
6-Cbomo, Shiuagawa-Ku. and 

135 Hara-machi, Meguro-Ku, 
Tokyo, Jaivan. 

6 -17 66 

Indefinite_ 

General and validated licenses, 
all commodities, any desti¬ 
nation, also exports to 

Canada. 

Woodhaui Trading. Ltd., 13 

Upper Berkeley St., London 

W. I.. England. 

6 -10 66 

12-7^50* * .. 



28 F.R. 41, 
1-1-63. 

28 F.R. 2751, 
3-20-63. 

31 F.R. 12456, 

9- 20-66. 

31 F.R. 8501, 
6-17-66. 

31 F.R. 10902, 
8-16-06. 

31 F.R. 13359. 

10- 14-66. 

28 F.R. 41, 

1-1-63. 

28 F.R. 2761. 

3-20-63. 

31 F.R. 12450, 
9-20-66. 

31 F.R. 8501, 
6-17-66. 

31 F.R. 10902, 
8-16-66. 

31 F.R. 13369, 
IO 14- 66. 

28 F.R. 41. 

1-1 63. 

28 F.R. 2751. 

3-20-63, 

31 F.R. 12456, 
9-20-66, 

28 F.R. 41. 

1-1-03. 

28 F.R. '2751, 
3-20-63. 

31 F.R. 12456, 

9- 20-66. 

31 F.R. 8837. 

6-24-60. 

31 F.R. mu. 
8 - 20 - 66 . 

31 F.R. 13358, 

10- 14-60. 

31 F.R. 8601, 

6-17-66. 

31 F.R. 10902. 
8-10-60. 

31 F.R. 13358. 
10-14-06. 


•Although the named person or firm Is entitled to all export privileges during this probation period, these privileges 
may l>e revoked upon a finding that tl>e probation has been violated. 

* 'The expiration dute of this order is subject to extension. Before making shipment to tills person or firm, the 
shlpfier should inquire of the Office of Ex|x>rt Control as to whether the order lias been extended. 

C. Deletions 


Name 


Address 


B.R.K., Ltd ... 

Barnet Ensign, Ltd .-. 

Berger, Walter J. .. 

Centner, Robert .. 

Davis Electrical A Radio Accessaries, Ltd.. 

KJlee, 8.A .... 

Electrical Agencies (London) Ltd. . ...._ 

Etablissements J. Coune 8.A . 

Gevirtrman, Fanny .. 

Gevirtxman, Moscue.— .. 

Jones, Brian.. .. 

Larliolt, Louis .. 

Metallurgical Enterprises, Ltd . 

Ross Ensign, Ltd ... 

Ross, Ltd ... 

Wbitcfiriars Investment Trust, Ltd . 


3 Clap!uun Common, North Sklc, London S.W. 4. England. 
3 Clanlmm Common, North Side, London S.W. 4, England. 
52 Alicia Gardens, Kenton, Middlesex, England. 

122 Rue Jules Besme, Brussels, Belgium. 

Central Hall, 16 Drayton Park, N5, London, Englaud. 

122 Rue Jules Besme, Brussels, Belgium. 

Central Hull, 16 Drayton Park, N5, London, England. 

122 Rue Jules Besme, Brussels, Belgium. 

Central Hull, 16 Drayton Park, N5, London, England. 
Central Hall, 16 Drayton Park, N5, London, England. 

3 Olaphan Common. North Side, London, S.W. 4, England. 
1 Albemarle Street, London, W. 1, England. 

52 Alicia Gardens, Kenton, Middlesex, England. 

3 Claph&m Common, North Skle, London, S.W. 4, England. 
3 riaphrun Common, North Side, London, S.W. 4, England. 
1 Albemarle Street, London, W. 1, England. 
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PART 385—EXPORTATION OF 
TECHNICAL DATA 

§ 385.2 General licenses. 

• » • * • 

(c) General License GTDU ; unpub¬ 
lished technical data. • • • 

<3> Restrictions relating to particular 
types of technical data. • • • 

(Iv) Porous nickel. 


(4) Requirement of written assurance 
for certain data, services , and materials. 
• • * 

(iii) • • • 

<ff) Trimellitic acid and anhydrides; 
and pyromeliitic acid and its dianhyd¬ 
rides (Export Control Commodity No. 
51202). 

• • * * • 

§ 385.4 Export under a validated license. 
* • • * # 

(c) Completion of application form 
and application processing card. • * • 
(3) Special provisions for certain com¬ 
modities. * * * 

(iv) Porous nickel. 

. • * * • * 

|FR. Doc. 60-12665; Piled. Nov. 25. 1966; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 45—PUBLIC WELFARE 

Chapter I—Office of Education, De¬ 
partment of Health, Education, and 
Welfare 

PART 178—FEDERAL, STATE, AND 
PRIVATE PROGRAMS OF LOW- 
INTEREST LOANS AND DIRECT FED-. 
ERAL LOANS TO VOCATIONAL 
STUDENTS 

Chapter I of Title 45 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is hereby amended 
by adding a new part, Part 178. 

Federal financial assistance made 
available pursuant to the Regulations set 
forth below is subject to the regulations 
in 45 CFR Part 80, issued by the Secre¬ 
tary of Health. Education, and Welfare 
and approved by the President to effec¬ 
tuate the provisions of section 601 of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964 (Public Law 
88-352). 

Subpart A—-General Provisions 

Sec. 

178.1 Definitions. 

178.2 Student eligibility for interest bene¬ 

fits. 

178.3 Adjusted family income. 

Subpart B—Interest Benefits—State and Private 
Nonprofit Student Loan Insurance Programs and 
Direct Stote Loan Programs 

178.11 In general. 

178.12 Agreements for Federal payments to 

reduce student interest costs for 
insured loans. 

178.13 Interim coverage for insured loan 

programs. 

178.14 Federal payments to reduce student 

interest costs on direct State loans. 

178.15 Amount of interest benefits and pro¬ 

cedures for payment. 

178 16 Effective dates. 


Subpart C—Advances for Reserve Funds of State 
and Private Nonprofit Loan Insurance Programs 

178.21 In general. 

178.22 Applications. 

178.23 Allocation and payment of State’s 

allotment. 

178.24 Terms and conditions of advances. 

Authority: The provisions of this Part 178 
Issued under sec. 14(a)(1). 79 Stat. 1047. 20 
U.S.C. 993(a) (1); interpret or apply secs. 2-17, 
79 Stat. 1037-1049, 20 U.S.C. 981-996. 

Subpart A—General Provisions 
§ 178.1 Definitions. 

As used in this part: 

(a> “Act” means the National Voca¬ 
tional Student Loan Insurance Act of 
1965 (P.L. 89-287, 79 Stat. 1037-1049, 20 
UJS.C. 981-996). 

(b> “Internal Revenue Code” means 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 as 
amended (Title 26. United States Code). 

(c> “Academic year or its equivalent” 
means the period of time in which a full¬ 
time student would normally be expected 
to complete 28 semester hours. 42 quarter 
hours or 900 clock hours of instruction, 
or its equivalent. For purposes of this 
part. 18 months is considered the equiva¬ 
lent of an academic year when applied to 
a program offered by correspondence. 

(d) “Commissioner” means the U.S. 
Commissioner of Education or his 
designee. 

(e) “Eligible institution” or “institu¬ 
tion” means a business or trade school, 
or technical institution or other techni¬ 
cal or vocational school in any State 
which (1) admits as regular students 
only persons who have completed or left 
elementary or secondary school and who 
have the ability to benefit from the train¬ 
ing offered by such institution; (2) is 
legally authorized to provide, and pro¬ 
vides within that State, a program of 
postsecondary vocational or technical 
education designed to fit individuals for 
useful employment in recognized occu¬ 
pations; (3) has been in existence for 
2 years or has been socially accredited 
by the Commissioner as an institution 
meeting the other requirements of this 
paragraph; and (4) is accredited (i> by 
a nationally recognized accrediting 
agency or association listed by the Com¬ 
missioner pursuant to this paragraph, 
(ii) if the Commissioner determines 
there is no nationally recognized ac¬ 
crediting agency or association qualified 
to accredit schools of a particular cate¬ 
gory, by a State agency listed by the 
Commissioner pursuant to this para¬ 
graph, and (iii) if the Commissioner de¬ 
termines there is no nationally recog¬ 
nized or State agency or association 
qualified to accredit schools of a particu¬ 
lar category, by an advisory committee 
appointed by him and composed of per¬ 
sons specially qualified to evaluate train¬ 
ing provided by schools of that category, 
which committee shall prescribe the 
standards of content, scope and quality 
which must be met by those schools in 
order for loans to students attending 
them to be insurable under the Act. and 
shall also determine whether particular 
schools meet those standards. For the 
purpose of this paragraph, the Com¬ 
missioner shall publish a list of nation¬ 
ally recognized accrediting agencies or 
associations and State agencies which he 


determines to be reliable authority as 
to the quality of education or training 
afforded. 

(f> “Program of postsecondary voca¬ 
tional or technical education” means a 
program of vocational or technical edu¬ 
cation designed to provide occupational 
skills more advanced than those gen¬ 
erally provided at the high school level 
and which provides not less than 300 
clock hours of classroom instruction or 
its equivalent, or in the case of a program 
offered by correspondence, requiring nor¬ 
mal completion in not less than 6 months. 

(g) “Eligible lender” means an eligi¬ 
ble institution as defined in paragraph 
(e) of this section, or an agency or in¬ 
strumentality of a State, or a financial 
or credit Institution (including banks, 
credit unions, savings and loan associa¬ 
tions and insurance companies > which is 
subject to examination and supervision 
by an agency of the United States or of 
any State. 

(h) The term “State” includes, in ad¬ 
dition to the several States of the Union, 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the 
District of Columbia, Guam. American 
Samoa, the Virgin Islands, and the Trust 
Territory of the Pacific Islands. 

(i) “Nonprofit”, as applied to an 
agency, organization or institution, 
means owned and operated by one or 
more nonprofit corporations or associa¬ 
tions no part of the net earnings of which 
inures, or may lawfully inure, to the 
benefit of any private shareholder or 
individual. 

(j) “Full-time student” means a stu¬ 
dent who is enrolled in. and is carry¬ 
ing a sufficient number of credit hours 
or clock hours to complete the training 
program in which he is enrolled in no 
more than the number of semesters, 
terms or clock hours normally taken 
therefor at the institution in which he 
is enrolled. This term includes any stu¬ 
dent who is pursuing any combination of 
courses, work experience, or special stud¬ 
ies (whether or not for credit) which the 
institution considers full-time study, but 
in no case less than 25 clock hours or 
14 semester or quarter horns of instruc¬ 
tion, or its equivalent. 

<k> “Half-time student” means a stu¬ 
dent who is carrying at least one-half 
the normal full-time workload as de¬ 
scribed in paragraph (j) of this section. 
All students engaged in a program of 
study by correspondence which is offered 
as requiring at least 12 hours prepara¬ 
tion per week sliall be considered half¬ 
time students for the purpose of this 
part. 

(l) “Guarantee agency” means the 
State agency or private nonprofit insti¬ 
tution or organization administering a 
student loan insurance program. 

(m) “Holder” means only an eligible 
lender or an assignee who meets the 
qualifications of an eligible lender, but 
in no event includes the guarantee agency 
with respect to loans insured by it. 

(n) “Default” means the failure to 
make an installment payment when due. 
or to comply with other terms of tne 
note or other written evidence of as re £* 
ment, which persists (e.g., is not cured 
either by payment or other appropriate 
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arrangements) in the case of a loan 
repayment in monthly installments for 
120 days, or in the case of a loan repay¬ 
able in less frequent installments for 180 

days. 

(o) “State student loan insurance pro¬ 
gram” means a program under which 
a State agency is authorized to insure 
loans, and to enter into agreements with 
the Commissioner, and which extends to 
one or more categories of students who 
are residents of the State. 

§ 178.2 Student eligibility for interest 
benefits* 

(a) A student (1) who has received 
a loan from an eligible lender under a 
student loan insurance program meet¬ 
ing the requirements of $ 178.12 or 
§ 178.13 or under a direct State student 
loan program meeting the requirements 
of § 178.14, (2) who is enrolled or has 
been accepted for enrollment as at least 
a half-time student in an eligible insti¬ 
tution, (3) whose adjusted family in¬ 
come is less than $15,000, and (4) who is 
a national of the United States or is in 
the United States for other than a tem¬ 
porary purpose and intends to become a 
permanent resident thereof, is eligible 
for payment on his behalf of a portion 
of the interest as determined under 
5178.15(a). 

(b) To have interest payments made 
on his behalf, a student shall submit to 
the lender a statement in such form as 
the Commissioner shall prescribe, w:hich 
shall include: 

(1) A certification by an eligible insti¬ 
tution that he is enrolled at the institu¬ 
tion or has been accepted for enroll¬ 
ment; 

(2) An assurance by the student that 
the loan on which interest payments are 
to be made has not been and will not be 
used for any purpose other than for the 
costs of education for the academic year 
covered by the application; 

(3) Information necessary to deter¬ 
mine, pursuant to § 178.3, whether his 
adjusted family income is less than 
$15,000; and 

(4) Information concerning other 
loans made to him which are covered 
under this part or Part 177 of this 

chapter. 

<c) The lender, acting in good faith, 
may, in the absence of information to 
the contrary, rely upon statements sub¬ 
mitted by the borrower and his family 
pursuant to paragraph <b) of this 
section. 

§ 178.3 Adjusted family income. 

<a) General. Whether the adjusted 
family income of a student borrower at 
the time of execution of the note or other 
written agreement evidencing the loan 
is less than $15,000 shall be determined 
Pursuant to paragraphs <b), (c), 'd> of 
this section: Provided , however, That in 
no event will the adjusted family income 
of a student borrower be considered to be 
less than $15,000 if for the immediately 
Preceding tax year the sum of the in¬ 
come, if any, described in subparagraphs 
r and (3) of paragraph <b) of this sec¬ 
tion and the adjusted gross incomes, as 
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defined in section 62 of the Internal 
Revenue Code, of such student borrower 
and his spouse and parents less the 
amounts allowable on account of exemp¬ 
tions for such individuals for such year 
pursuant to section 151 of the Internal 
Revenue Code, exceeds $20,000. 

(b) Computation . In general, ad¬ 
justed family income will be computed 
by adding ( 1 ) the sum of the taxable in¬ 
comes, defined in section 63 of the Inter¬ 
nal Revenue Code, of the student 
borrower, his spouse, and his parents for 
the tax year immediately preceding the 
execution of the note or written agree¬ 
ment evidencing the loan; ( 2 ) the in¬ 
come of such individuals for such year 
from interest which is excluded for in¬ 
come tax purposes by section 103 of the 
Internal Revenue Code; and (3) income 
for such year not subject to taxation 
under the Internal Revenue Code by 
virtue of its origin and the residency of 
the borrower, his spouse or his parents 
(e.g. income earned abroad by U.S. citi¬ 
zens residing abroad, or income earned 
in Puerto Rico by bona fide residents 
of Puerto Rico (subchapter N of Chapter 
1 of the Internal Revenue Code) which 
shall be computed in accordance with 
criteria approved by the Commissioner. 

(c) Exclusion of incoine of parents or 
spouse in exceptional circumstances. 
However, the income of a parent, or par¬ 
ents living together, shall be excluded 
from consideration under paragraphs 
(a) and (b) of this section if the bor¬ 
rower is not and. during the 12 months 
preceding the determination, has not 
been ( 1 ) residing with, ( 2 ) claimed as a 
dependent for Federal income tax pur¬ 
poses by, nor (3) the recipient of an 
amount in excess of $500 from, such par¬ 
ent or parents. The income of a spouse 
shall also be excluded from such con¬ 
sideration where there has been a legal 
separation approved by a court or a 
separation which has, in fact, existed for 
12 months or more. 

*(d) Method of determination. The de¬ 
termination of the adjusted family in¬ 
come of a student borrower shall be 
made on the basis of information sub¬ 
mitted on forms supplied or approved by 
the Commissioner. The determination 
shall be made by the lender at the time 
each advance of funds is made: Provided, 
however , That the submission of new in¬ 
formation need not be required with re¬ 
spect to any advance of funds made 
within the same tax year in which a 
determination was last made. 

Subpart B—Interest Benefits—State 
and Private Nonprofit Student Loan 
Insurance Programs and Direct State 
Loan Programs 

§ 178.11 In general. 

Interest benefits as set forth in g 178.15 
are available with respect to loans in¬ 
sured under State and private nonprofit 
student loan insurance programs meet¬ 
ing the requirements of 5 178.12 or 
§ 178.13, and with respect to direct State 
loan programs meeting the requirements 
of § 178.14. 
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§ 178.12 Agreements for Federal pay¬ 
ments to reduce student interest costs 
for insured loans. 

(a) (1) Except to the extent permitted 
in § 178.13, interest benefits shall be 
available only if the guarantee agency 
has first entered into an agreement with 
the Commissioner pursuant to paragraph 
<b) of this section. The Commissioner 
may enter into such an agreement if he 
determines that the program of the guar¬ 
antee agency: 

(i) Authorizes the insurance of loans 
in amounts up to at least $ 1,000 to any 
individual student in any academic year 
or its equivalent, after taking into ac¬ 
count other loans covered by this part 
and Part 177 of this chapter which the 
student has received in the same aca¬ 
demic year or its equivalent; 

(ii) Authorizes the insurance of loans 
to an individual student for at least 2 
academic years of study or training or 
their equivalent; 

<iii) Provides that (a) the student 
borrower shall be entitled to accelerate 
without penalty the repayment of the 
whole or any part of the insured loan, 
and (5) the insured loan shall be repaid 
within 9 years from the date of execution 
of the note or other written evidence of 
the loan; 

(iv) Subject to subdivision <iii> of 
this subparagraph, provides that, where 
the total of the insured loans to any stu¬ 
dent which are held by one person ex¬ 
ceeds $ 1 , 000 , repayment of such loans 
shall be in installments over a period of 
not less than 3 years nor more than 6 
years beginning not earlier than 9 
months nor later than 1 year after the 
student ceases to pursue a full-time 
course of study or training at an eligible 
institution, except that if the program 
provides for the insurance of loans for 
part-time study (less than full-time but 
not less than one-half time) at eligible 
institutions, the program shall provide 
that (a) such repayment period will be¬ 
gin not earlier than 9 months nor later 
than 1 year after the student ceases to 
carry at an eligible institution at least 
one-half the normal full-time workload 
as determined by the institution, and <b) 
in the case of correspondence students, 
such repayment period will begin not 
earlier than 9 months nor later than 1 
year after the expiration of a 90-day pe¬ 
riod following the student borrower’s 
failure to submit a required assignment, 
or the expiration of a 90-day period fol¬ 
lowing the stated normal time for com¬ 
pletion of the program, whichever comes 
first; 

(v) Authorizes interest on the unpaid 
principal balance of the loan at a yearly 
rate not in excess of 6 percent per year 
exclusive of any premium for insurance 
which may be passed on to the borrower, 
but such insurance premium may not 
result in charges in excess of the equiva¬ 
lent of one-half of 1 percent per year on 
the unpaid principal balance; 

(vi) Insures not less than 90 percent of 
the unpaid principal balance of loans in¬ 
sured under the program ; 

(vii) Provides that the benefits of the 
loan insurance program will not be de- 
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nied any student because of his family 
income or lack of need if his adjusted 
family income at the time of the execu¬ 
tion of the note or other written evidence 
of agreement is less than $15,000, as de¬ 
termined under § 178.3; 

(viii) Provides that a student may ob¬ 
tain insurance under the program for a 
loan for any year of study or training at 
an eligible institution; and 

(ix) In the case of a State loan insur¬ 
ance program, provides that such State 
program is administered by a single 
State agency, or by one or more nonprofit 
private institutions or organizations un¬ 
der the supervision of a single State 
agency. For purposes of this subpara¬ 
graph, “supervision” includes the re¬ 
sponsibility for setting all policies and 
procedures for the operation of the 
program. 

(2) The conditions of subparagraph 
(1) (i) of this paragraph will be met if 
the student loan insurance program au¬ 
thorizes advances of at least $1,000 to a 
full-time student and (if the program 
includes half-time students) at least $500 
to a half-time student during any 12- 
month period. 

(b) The agreement shall contain such 
provisions and assurances and be sup¬ 
ported by such information as the Com¬ 
missioner may require pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 9(b)(2) of the Act. including pro¬ 
visions for termination. Termination 
will not affect any obligation previously 
incurred pursuant to the agreement and. 
if ordered by the Commissioner, will not 
become final until the guarantee agency 
has been afforded an opportunity for a 
hearing. 

§ 178.13 Interim coverage for injured 
loan programs. 

(a> In lieu of entering into an agree¬ 
ment described in § 178.12, a guarantee 
agency may apply for interim coverage 
under w’hich Federal payments may be 
made to reduce student interest costs. 
In such cases Federal payments may be 
made only with respect to a student loan 
for which the note was executed and the 
loan was insured and advanced between 
October 22, 1965, and June 30, 1967, in¬ 
clusive. The application shall be in such 
form as the Commissioner may prescribe, 
and shall be approved only if the Com¬ 
missioner determines that the student 
loan insurance program meets the fol¬ 
lowing conditions: 

(1) Interest charges may not exceed 6 
percent per year of the unpaid principal 
balance of the loan exclusive of any 
premium for insurance which may be 
passed on to the borrower; and 

(2) Repayment of such loans shall be 
In installments (i) beginning not earlier 
than 60 days after the student borrower 
ceases to be a full-time student in an 
eligible institution, or. if insurance is 
available for part-time study (less than 
full-time, but not less than half-time), 
ceases to carry at an eligible institution 
at least half the normal full-time work¬ 
load as determined by the Institution or 
(ii) in the case of a correspondence 
student, beginning not earlier than 60 
days after the expiration of a 90-day 
period following the student borrower’s 
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failure to submit a required assignment, 
or the expiration of a 90-day period fol¬ 
lowing the stated normal time for com¬ 
pletion of the program, whichever comes 
first. 

<b) The application by a guarantee 
agency shall also contain an assurance 
that the applicant and lenders making 
loans insured under the loan insurance 
program of that guarantee agency will 
comply with all regulations of this sub¬ 
part regarding interest payments. 

(c) The application by a guarantee 
agency shall also contain such other pro¬ 
visions as the Commissioner determines 
to be necessary for obtaining informa¬ 
tion to make payments of interest on 
behalf of students and otherwise to carry 
out the purposes of this part. 

§ 178.14 Federal payments to reduce 
student interest costs on direct State 
loans. 

(a) Federal payments to reduce stu¬ 
dent interest costs may be made on be¬ 
half of students who meet the require¬ 
ments of § 178.2 and who have received 
a loan under a direct student loan pro¬ 
gram of a State which, except to the 
extent otherwise required by State law 
in effect prior to the promulgation of 
this section, meets the following re¬ 
quirements: 

(1) Interest charges do not exceed 
6 percent per year of the unpaid principal 
balance of the loan; 

(2) Repayment of such loans is in in¬ 
stallments (i) beginning not earlier than 
60 days nor later than 1 year after the 
student borrower ceases to be a full-time 
student in an eligible institution, or if 
loans are available for part-time study 
(less than full-time, but not less than 
half-time), ceases to carry at an eligible 
institution at least one-half the normal 
full-time workload as determined by the 
institution or (ii) in the case of a cor¬ 
respondence student, beginning not later 
than 60 days after the expiration of a 
90-day period following the student bor¬ 
rower’s failure to submit a required as¬ 
signment. or the expiration of a 90-day 
period following the stated normal time 
for completion of the program, which¬ 
ever comes first; 

(3) The maximum amount of loans to 
any individual student does not exceed 
$1,000 in any academic year or its equiva¬ 
lent. 

(b) For purposes of this section, a di¬ 
rect State student loan program includes 
only those programs which are available 
to students in one or more categories of 
eligible institutions. 

§ 178.13 Amount of intere*! In'iielits 
and procedures for payment. 

(a> After a loan is made to a student 
meeting the requirements of § 178.2 (or 
an application is received from such stu¬ 
dent for Federal interest payments), a 
report shall be submitted to the Commis¬ 
sioner in such form as the Commissioner 
may require. On the basis of such re¬ 
port. the Commissioner shall periodically 
inquire of the guarantee agency (or 
State loan agency) or of the institution, 
or of both, as to the enrollment status 
of the student borrower. On the basis 


of such reports and inquiries, the Com¬ 
missioner will compute the interest to 
be paid at the applicable rate to each 
holder on behalf of each student. Upon 
certification of the computation, the 
Commissioner will pay the amount so 
determined at least every 6 months. 

(b) The payment shall be limited to: 

(1) The total amount of the interest 
on the unpaid principal balance of each 
loan which accrued prior to the begin¬ 
ning of the repayment period of such 
loan; and 

(2) Three percent per year of the un¬ 
paid principal balance of any such loan 
thereafter. 

(c) In no event shall payments under 
subparagraph (1) or (2) of paragraph 
(b) of this section include any interest 
on interest added to principal or exceed 
the interest payable by the student, after 
taking into consideration the amount of 
any interest on that loan which the stu¬ 
dent is entitled to have paid on his behalf 
for that period under any insured loan 
program. 

(d) The Commissioner’s obligation to 
pay interest shall terminate upon de¬ 
fault by the borrower, or upon endorse¬ 
ment of the note in favor of the guaran¬ 
tee agency, whichever occurs first. 

§178.16 Effective dales. 

Interest payments under this subpart 
shall be made with respect to a student 
loan only if the note covering such loan 
w as executed and the loan was advanced 
on or after October 22, 1965. under a 
program meeting the requirements of 
§ 178.12, § 178.13 or § 178.14, and 

(a) Not later than June 30, 1967, if the 
loan was insured under a program meet¬ 
ing only the requirements of § 178.13, or 

(b) Not later than June 30, 1968, if 
the loan was made under a student loan 
insurance program covered by an agree¬ 
ment pursuant to § 178.12, or under a 
direct State student loan program cov¬ 
ered by § 178.14. except that such date 
is extended in the case of a loan for 
which the note was executed and the ad¬ 
vance made not later than June 30, 1972, 
if 

(1) Such loan is made to a student 
who had obtained a prior loan on or 
before June 30, 1968. with respect to 
w r hich interest is payable under this sub¬ 
part, and 

(2) Such loan is made to continue the 
student’s educational program. 

Subpart C—Advances for Reserve 

Funds of State and Private Non¬ 
profit Loan Insurance Programs 

§ 178.21 In general. 

(a) The Commissioner may make ad¬ 
vances to any State with which he has 
entered into an agreement pursuant to 
§ 178.12 for the purpose of helping to 
establish or strengthen the reserve fund 
of the student loan insurance program 
covered by such agreement. 

(b) If for any fiscal year a State does 
not have a student loan insurance pro¬ 
gram which is covered by an agreement 
pursuant to § 178.12, and the Comnus- 
sioner determines, after consultation 
wdth the chief executive officer of that 
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State, that there is no reasonable likeli¬ 
hood that the State will have such a 
student loan insurance program for such 
year, the Commissioner may make ad¬ 
vances for such year to one or more 
private nonprofit guarantee agencies 
with which he has entered into such an 
agreement. 

(c) The Commissioner may make ad¬ 
vances to a State guarantee agency 
(with which he has such an agreement) 
and to one or more nonprofit private 
guarantee agencies (with which he has 
such an agreement) in that State if he 
determines that such advances are nec¬ 
essary in order that students in each 
eligible institution have access through 
such institution to a student loan in¬ 
surance program which meets the re¬ 
quirements of § 178.12. 

§ 178.22 Applications. 

Applications for funds made available 
pursuant to § 178.21 shall be submitted 
at such time or times and in such manner 
and shall contain such information as 
the Commissioner may require. 

§ 178.23 Allocation and payment of 
State's allotment. 

(a) If in any State there is no State 
student loan insurance program that is 
covered by an agreement pursuant to 
§ 178.12 and extending to all eligible 
students at eligible institutions who are 
residents of that State (regardless of the 
State in which the eligible institution is 
located), the State allotment, as deter¬ 
mined in accordance with the first two 
sentences of section 3(b) of the Act, 
shall be allocated and reallocated from 
time to time among all guarantee agen¬ 
cies covering such residents, on the basis 
of the most recent information available 
to the Commissioner as to the coverage 
of the loan insurance programs of such 
agencies. 

(b) Payments on account of alloca¬ 
tions and reallocations shall be made on 
the basis of the most recent information 
available to the Commissioner concern¬ 
ing the expected demand for insured 
loans under this part and such other 
information as he may deem appropriate. 

§ 178.24 Terms and condition* of ad¬ 
vances. 

Advances of funds to a guarantee 
agency shall be upon such terms and 
conditions (including conditions relating 
to the time or times of payment) con¬ 
sistent with the requirements of § 178.12 
as the Commissioner determines will best 
carry out the purposes of the Act and 
shall be repaid at such time or times as 
jnay be agreed to by the Commissioner, 
in light of the maturity and solvency of 
the fund for which the advance was 
made, and shall be made pursuant to an 
agreement which shall include such 
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other terms and conditions as are agreed 
to by the Commissioner and the guar¬ 
antee agency, including the following: 

(a) Funds advanced pursuant to this 
subpart shall be used only for the pur¬ 
pose of insuring loans for the same cate¬ 
gory of students on account of which the 
Federal advance was made. Loan in¬ 
surance premiums, if any (referred to in 
§ 178.12(a) (1) (v)). and interest or other 
earnings derived from such funds may 
be used for such purposes and for ex¬ 
penditures necessary for the proper and 
efficient administration of the program; 

<b) The applicant shall submit such 
financial reports as the Commissioner 
may reasonably require to enable him to 
carry out his functions under this sub¬ 
part. If, on the basis of such report and 
such other information as may be ap¬ 
propriate, the Commissioner determines 
that any of the funds advanced pursuant 
to this subpart are no longer required to 
maintain an adequate reserve, he may 
require that such funds be returned to 
the Federal Government or made avail¬ 
able to some other guarantee agency 
within the State; and 

(c) Such other provision as the Com¬ 
missioner finds necessary to protect the 
interests of the United States and pro¬ 
mote the purposes of the Act. 

Dated: November 1, 1966. 

I seal 1 Harold Howe II, 

US. Commissioner of Education. 

Approved: November 19,1966. 

Wilbur J. Cohen, 

Acting Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-12765; Filed. Nov. 25. 1966; 

8:47 a.m.| 


Title 49—TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter I—Interstate Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 

| No. 4844] 

PART 31—bills of lading 

Uniform Through Export Bill of 
Lading 

At a general session of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, held at its office 
in Washington, D.C., on the 10th day of 
November AD. 1966. 

Reports 64 I.C.C. 347, 66 I.C.C. 687, 80 

I.C.C. 305, 156 I.C.C. 188, and 235 I.C.C. 
63: 

Subsequent to the filing of a petition 
by the Southern Pacific Co. for pel-mis¬ 
sion to use an alternate form through 
export bill of lading different from that 
prescribed, the Commission by order 
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dated May 27,1966, cited the parties and 
others affected thereby to show cause 
why the order entered in this proceeding, 
as amended and still outstanding, should 
not be vacated and set aside insofar as 
it prescribed the form of a Uniform 
Through Export Bill of Lading (31 F.R. 
8244). 

A return has been filed by the National 
Industrial Traffic League, recording its 
opposition to vacating and setting aside 
the prescription of the form of the Uni¬ 
form Through Export Bill of Lading. 
The return, however, does not show valid 
grounds for the continuance of the pre¬ 
scribed terms and conditions governing 
export movements from the ports to non- 
ad jacent foreign countries. Since the 
repeal of section 25 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, the Commission has been 
without authority to make such a pre¬ 
scription. Therefore: 

It is ordered, That the outstanding 
orders entered by the Commission in 
this proceeding to the extent that they 
relate to the prescribed form of a Uni¬ 
form Through Export Bill of Lading, as 
modified and amended, be, and they are 
hereby, vacated and set aside. 

It is further ordered, That should re¬ 
spondents desire to use a Uniform 
Through Export Bill of Lading, or to use 
other through export bill of lading forms 
on movements to nonadjacent foreign 
countries, the form, or forms, are to be 
shown in effective tariffs and must com¬ 
ply with the publication provisions of the 
Interstate Commerce Act and other ap¬ 
plicable statutes: And provided further. 
That the provisions of such through ex¬ 
port bill of lading forms, and changes 
therein, insofar as they control the 
movement to the ports shall be governed 
by contract terms and conditions not in¬ 
consistent with those prescribed for do¬ 
mestic bills of lading. 

It is further ordered, That in view- of 
the action taken in the prior ordering 
paragraph, the relief sought in the peti¬ 
tion filed by the Southern Pacific Co. is 
no longer necessary, and the petition be. 
and it is hereby dismissed. 

It is further ordered, That 49 CFR 
Part 31 be amended as follows: 

1. Section 31.4 is revoked. 

2. Section 31.5 is revoked. 

3. Section 31.6 is revoked. 

And it is further ordered. That notice 
of this order shall be given to the gen¬ 
eral public by depositing a copy thereof 
in the Office of the Secretary, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Washington, 
D.C., and by filing a copy with the Di¬ 
rector, Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-12761; Filed, Nov. 25. 1966; 

8:47 a.m.] 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Consumer and Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 1001, etc. 1 
MILK IN MASSACHUSETTS-RHODE IS- 

LAND MARKETING AREA, ET AL. 

Decision on Proposed Amendments to 
Tentative Marketing Agreements 
and to Orders 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Ag¬ 
ricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure, governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing or¬ 
ders (7 CFR Part 900), public hearings 
were held at Cleveland, Ohio, on Novem¬ 
ber 14.1966; at St. Louis, Mo., on Novem¬ 
ber 15.1966; at Denver, Colo., on Novem¬ 
ber 16-17,1966; and at Washington, D.C., 
on November 17-18, 1966, pursuant to 
notices thereof issued November 4, 1966 
(31 F.R. 14403, 31 F.R. 14406, 31 F.R. 
14407, and 31 F.R. 14402), on proposed 
amendments to the tentative marketing 
agreements and orders regulating the 
handling of milk in each of the market¬ 
ing areas specified as follows: 


7 CFR 
Parts 


1001 


Marketing areas 


Massac tiusetta-Rhode 
Island. 


Docket Nos. 


AO 14-A40. 


1002 

1003 

1004 

1005 

1006 
10OS 
1000 
1011 
1012 
1013 
1015 
1010 

1031 

1032 

1033 

1034 

1035 

1036 
1038 
1030 

1040 

1041 

1043 

1044 

1045 

1046 


1047 

1048 

1049 

1050 

1051 
1060 
1062 

1063 

1064 

1065 

1066 
10G7 

106S 


1069 

1070 


New Y'ork-New Jersey_ 

Washington, D.C_ 

Delaware Valley_ 

Tri-8tat©... 

Upper Florida_ 

Greater Wheeling_ 

Clarksburg__ 

Appalachian.—.— 

Tampa Bay___ 

Southeastern Florida- 

Connecticut....—— 

Upper Chesapeake Buy.. 
Northwestern Indiana... 

Suburban St. Louis_ 

Cincinnati... 

Dayton-Springfield_ 

Columbus.. 

Northeastern Ohio__ 

Hock River Valley. 

Milwaukee__- 

Southern Michigan. 

Northwestern Ohio...... 

Upstate Michigan. 

Michigan Upper Peninsula. 

Northenstem Wisconsin. 

Lou isv illc- Lex ington- 
Evansvlllo. 

Fort Wayne_ 

Y oungstowii'Warren. 

Indianapolis_ 

Central Illinois_ 

Madison.. 

Minnesota-North Dakota... 

Bt. Louis__ 

Quad Cltiee-Dubuquo_ 

Greater Kansas City.. 

Nebraska-Western Iowa_ 

Sioux City, Iowa.. 

Oxarks. 


Minneapolia-St. Paul, 

Minn.. 

Duluth-Superior.. 

Cedar Rapids-Iowa City_ 


AO 71-A49. 
AO 293-A15. 
AO 160-A32. 
AO 177-A 28. 
AO 356- Al. 
AO 268-All. 
AO 268-All. 
AO 251-AS. 
AO 347-A6. 
AO 286-A12. 
AO 305-A14. 
AO 312-All. 
AO 170-A22. 
AO 313-A12. 
AO 166-A33. 
AO 175-A24. 
AO 170-A21. 
AO 179-A27. 
AO 194-A15. 
AO 212-A20. 
AO 225-A17. 
AO 72-A30. 
AO 247-A10. 
AO 299-AIL 
AO 334-A10. 
AO 123-A31. 

AO 33-A34. 
AO 325-A7. 
AO 319-A8. 
AO 365-A1. 
AO 3*29-A6. 
AO 860-RO1. 
AO 10-A36. 
AO 105-A25. 
AO 23-A30. 
AO 86-A20. 
AO 122-A14. 
AO 222-A21- 
ROl. 

AO 178-A19. 
AO 153-A13. 
AO 229-A10. 


7 CFR 
Parts 


Marketing areas 


Docket Nos. 


1071 

1073 

1075 

1070 

1078 

1079 
1090 
1094 

1096 

1097 

1098 

1099 
1101 

1102 


1103 

1104 
1106 
1108 
1120 

1125 

1126 

1127 

1128 

1129 

1130 

1131 

1132 

1133 

1134 

1136 

1137 

1138 


Neosho Valley.—. 

Wichita. .. 

Black Hills, 8. Dak.. 

Kastem South Dakota_ 

North Central Iowa_ 

Dcs Moines.. 

Chattanooga__.... 

New Orleans... 

Northern Louisiana. 

Memphis__ 

Nashville.. 

Paducah.... 

Knoxville... 

Fort Smith.. 

Mississippi.. 

Red River Valley_ 

Oklahoma Metropolitan_ 

Central Arkansas.. 

Lubbock-Plain view. 

Puget Sound... 

North Texas__ 

San Antonio... 

central West Texas. 

Austin-Waco... 

Corpus Christ!- 

Central Arizona—. 

Texas Panhandle_ 

Inland Empire- 

Western Colorado- 


AO 227-A19. 
AO 173-A19. 
AO 248-A7. 
AO 260-A9. 
AO 272-All. 
AO 295-A13. 
AO 260-A7. 
AO 103-A24. 
AO 257-A14. 
AO 219-A19. 
AO 184-A24. 
AO 183-A17. 
AO 195-A12- 
ROl. 

AO 237-A15- 
ROi. 

AO 346-A4. 
AO 298-A9. 
AO 210-A22. 
AO 243-A16. 
AO 328-A6. 
AO 226-A16. 
AO 231-A29. 
AO 232-A16. 
AO 238-A1&. 
AO 256-A12. 
AO 259-A15. 
AO 271-All. 
AO 262-A13. 
AO 275-A15. 
AO 301-A6. 


Great Basin.— 

Eastern Colorado.... 
Rio Grando Valley — 


AO 309-A9. 
AO 326-A10. 
AO 335-A8. 


Preliminary statement . The aforesaid 
public hearings were four regional hear¬ 
ings held during the period November 
14-18, 1966, at which the same issues 
with respect to all Federal milk orders 
were considered. 

The material issues on the record of 
each of the hearings related to: 

1. The appropriate level of Class I 
prices for the next several months; and 

2. Tiie need for emergency action. 

The hearing at Denver reopened a pre¬ 
vious hearing on the proposed Minne¬ 
sota-North Dakota marketing area held 
at Fargo, N. Dak., in August 1966. The 
matter of regulation for such marketing 
area is still under consideration. The 
evidence at this hearing will be taken 
into account if it is determined that an 
order should be issued for such area. 

For the Washington, D.C., Upper Ches¬ 
apeake Bay, Southeastern Florida and 
Minneapolis-St. Paul markets, other 
Class I price hearings have been held 
recently. A separate decision for the 
Washington, D.C., and Upper Chesa¬ 
peake Bay orders being Issued gives con¬ 
sideration to the testimony presented at 
this hearing applicable to these two mar¬ 
kets as well as to the record of the No¬ 
vember 2 hearing on these orders. Also, 
a decision based on the record of a sepa¬ 
rate Southeastern Florida hearing on 
November 9 is being issued and therefore 
no further action on Class I pricing under 
this order is being taken. A separate de¬ 
cision is also being issued for the Minne- 
apolis-St. Paul order based on the record 
of the hearing held on November 9 in 
Minneapolis. 

Findings and conclusions. The fol¬ 
lowing findings and conclusions on the 


material issues are based on evidence pre¬ 
sented at the hearings and the records 
thereof: 

Dairy farmers supplying fluid milk 
markets should be given added assurance 
during the next several months that 
there will be no precipitous decline in the 
prices they receive for milk. 

The above conclusion may be accom¬ 
plished by the following amendment ac¬ 
tions: 

(1) In the New York-New Jersey order 
where an “economic index” formula is 
used to determine Class I prices, the 
amendment of July 5, 1966 (which ex¬ 
pires on March 31), should be continued 
through July 1967. This provides for a 
“floor” under the wholesale price index 
factor in the Class I price formula; and 

(2) In markets where a “basic price 
formula” (Minnesota-Wisconsin manu¬ 
facturing milk price series) is provided, 
establish a “floor” so that the basic for¬ 
mula price per hundredweight used in 
computing December 1966 through July 
1967 Class I prices would not be less than 
the following: $4.26 for computing De¬ 
cember 1966, and January and February 
1967 Class I prices; $4.15 for March and 
April 1967 Class I prices; and $4.05 for 
May, June, and July 1967 Class I prices. 

Price proposals. At each hearing the 
National Milk Producers Federation pro¬ 
posed that the basic formula price used 
in computing the Class I price for each 
month beginning with December 1966 be 
not less than $4.34. The Federation pro¬ 
posed that this minimum basic formula 
price be effective through March 1968 to 
correspond with the period for which 
dairy price supports have been an¬ 
nounced by the Department. It was in¬ 
dicated, however, that adoption of these 
proposals should not negate pricing 
amendments to individual orders which 
may be necessary as a result of hearings 
already held or to be held later. The 
Federation’s proposals were endorsed at 
the hearing by the major cooperatives 
in the markets involved. For the North¬ 
eastern markets the Federation proposed 
comparable action under the “economic- 
type” formulas used in such markets. 

At the St. Louis and Denver hearings, 
the Associated Dairymen, an organiza¬ 
tion of cooperatives supplying mid west¬ 
ern and southwestern markets, proposed 
that Class I prices in each market for 
December 1966 through December 1967 
be not less than the October 1966 price 
In the respective market. In some cases 
individual cooperative members of this 
association asked that supply-demand 
adjusters be held at November levels and 
in some cases asked only that the basic 
formula and Class I differentials be held 
at the October level. 

Cooperative association witnesses at 
the Cleveland, St. Louis and Denver 
hearings generally supported one or both 
of the above proposals. Some producer 
groups, however, made proposals which 
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would establish higher Class I prices 
either by fixing stated prices for specified 
periods or by setting Class I prices at 
100 percent of * parity” level. Several 
representatives of the Fanners Union 
made various price proposals. 

Northeastern producer groups present¬ 
ing testimony at the Washington, D.C., 
hearing generally asked for price in¬ 
creases substantially larger than that 
proposed by the National Milk Producers 
Federation. They expressed concern 
over the present relationship of Class I 
prices in the Northeast with prices in 
areas where the Minnesota-Wisconsin 
price is used as a basic, formula price. 

Three New York-New Jersey coopera¬ 
tive groups asked that the November 
Class I-A milk price be continued 
through February 1967. They proposed 
further that the wholesale commodity 
price index (which is one of the factors 
that determines Class I-A milk prices) be 
fixed at 124.039 through March 1968, 
in order to fully implement in the New 
York-New Jersey, Massachusetts-Rhode 
Island, and Connecticut orders a price 
comparable with the basic formula price 
proposal of the National Milk Producers 
Federation for other markets. Since the 
two latter orders contain a provision 
which relates their Class I prices to the 
New York-New Jersey Class I-A price, 
any price action in the New York-New 
Jersey market would be reflected in New 
England Class I prices. 

Another New York-New Jersey cooper¬ 
ative proposed a general increase of ap¬ 
proximately $1 per hundredweight in the 
New York-New Jersey Class I-A price 
and a similar increase in New England 
through the tie with the New York-New 
Jersey price. 

New England cooperatives asked that 
the Massachusetts-Rhode Island and 
Connecticut Class I prices for November 
be continued through February 1967. 
For March 1967 through March 1968 
they asked that a factor of 120.83 be sub¬ 
stituted for the economic index in order 
to implement for that period a price ad¬ 
justment equivalent to the proposal of 
the National Milk Producers Federation. 

A Delaware Valley cooperative which 
also has producer members under the 
New York-New Jersey and Upper Chesa¬ 
peake Bay markets proposed that the 
present floor under the wholesale price 
index in the New York-New Jersey order 
be extended through June 1967 and that 
the seasonal factor be suspended at a 103 
for the months of March through June. 
As a corollary action they proposed that 
the Delaware Valley Class I price be con¬ 
tinued at $6.40 through June. They pro¬ 
posed also that the Upper Chesapeake 
Bay Class I price be established at the 
level prevailing in Delaware Valley. 

National supply condition. While milk 
production in the United States has been 
below a year earlier in each month dur¬ 
ing 1966. the decreases gradually have 
nan-owed from 5.8 percent under a year 
earlier in February to 0.2 percent in 
October. Production both nationally 
and in the Federal order markets appears 
10 have responded to the increases in 
support prices to the current level of 
Per hundredweight and to the emer¬ 
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gency Class I price increases in Federal 
order markets made effective in March 
and July. 

The downtrend in milk production 
which continued for more than a year, 
but which recently has been arrested, 
was due primarily to the declining num¬ 
ber of milk cows on farms. Milk cows 
were 6 percent fewer in June 1966 than 
in June 1965. The unusual decline in 
number of milk cows was caused by 
higher culling rates during this period 
and fewer heifer calves being held for 
milk production. Although milk cow 
numbers are expected to continue their 
longtime downward trend, culling rates 
have been reduced recently because of 
the better milk prices in relation to beef 
cattle prices. 

In some areas drought and poor qual¬ 
ity feed undoubtedly were important fac¬ 
tors to the decreased production level 
also. Better opportunities for off-farm 
employment likewise contributed to the 
decline. While all States have not re¬ 
covered from year earlier levels to pre¬ 
cisely the same extent, milk production 
showed further improvement in October 
and for such month was almost equal to 
that of a year earlier, being down only 
0.2 percent from October 1965 for the 
country as a whole. Since about Octo¬ 
ber 1965, national production and con¬ 
sumption have been in such a balance 
that purchases under the support pro¬ 
gram have been relatively small. 

Federal order production and sales. 
Producer deliveries in Federal order mar¬ 
kets also declined in early 1966 as com¬ 
pared with 1965 but to a somewhat lesser 
degree than for all milk. Meanwhile, a 
significant increase in Class I sales had 
occurred with the result that milk sup¬ 
plies relative to sales were becoming 
short. However, deliveries in the fluid 
markets tended to recover sooner than 
did all milk production. 

Since June, improved deliveries have 
about matched Class I sales increases 
with the result that the monthly per¬ 
centages of producer deliveries used in 
Class I have been about the same as a 
year earlier; i.e., varying from the pre¬ 
vious year by 1 percent or less during 
the period through October. In October 
increased receipts coupled with a 0.1 
percent decrease in Class I sales resulted 
in an overall Class I utilization percent¬ 
age of 71 percent compared to 72 percent 
in October 1965. While production in 
the New York-New Jersey, and New Eng¬ 
land markets has not regained 1965 
levels, there is no shortage of milk in this 
particular region. In this connection, 
concern was expressed by public wit¬ 
nesses. including two members of the 
U.S. Congress, over the effect increasing 
costs facing dairy farmers and the effect 
•such increased costs and opportunity for 
gainful nonfarm employment may have 
on future milk supplies for the region. 

Milk prices. Dairy support prices were 
increased twice during the past year. 
The $3.24 per hundredweight support 
level for manufacturing milk effective 
prior to April 1, 1966, was raised on 
April 1 to $3.50. On June 30, 1966, the 
support level was again increased, to $4 
(for milk of national average butterfat 
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test). On October 14 it was announced 
that current support levels which became 
effective June 30 for the remainder of 
this marketing year will be continued 
through the next marketing year, April 
1967-March 1968. 

In recent months Class I prices under 
Federal orders have been about $1 per 
hundredweight higher than they were in 
the corresponding month of 1965. The 
simple average of Class I prices in mar¬ 
kets which were effective both years was 
$0.97 higher in September, $1.01 higher 
in October, and $0.88 higher in Novem¬ 
ber. 

In most markets the Class I price in¬ 
creases ranged from $0.90 to $1.10. In 
October, of the 70 markets with orders 
in effect in both years, 51 had price in¬ 
creases within this range. Nine markets 
had smaller increases ranging from $0.39 
to $0.76, primarily in the Northeast, and 
10 markets had greater increases rang¬ 
ing from $1.20 to $1.42. 

These Class I price increases resulted 
primarily from the rise in manufactur¬ 
ing milk prices paid during this period 
since the Minnesota-Wisconsin manu¬ 
facturing price series is used as a basic 
formula price in most Federal order 
markets, except in the Northeast where 
“economic-type” formulas are used. The 
basic formula price used in computing 
the October 1966 price was $4.34 (Sep¬ 
tember Minnesota-Wisconsin manufac¬ 
turing price), $1.05 higher than the basic 
formula price used to compute the Octo¬ 
ber 1965 price. 

As stated above, deliveries have im¬ 
proved in most order markets since the 
emergency Class I price increases made 
effective in March and July in the Fed¬ 
eral order markets. Conditions for milk 
productiort in the fluid market areas un¬ 
doubtedly have improved. The question 
is whether there is basis for a certain 
conclusion that these conditions will con¬ 
tinue for the fluid milk producer with¬ 
out any further price assurance at this 
time. 

We conclude that some added price 
stability during the coming winter and 
spring months is needed to assist fluid 
milk producers, who only recently have 
been lifted from a depressed situation 
relative to alternative opportunities, in 
their recovery and to assure adequate 
supplies of market milk to satisfy a grad¬ 
ual but steadily increasing demand. A 
stable price is particularly important as 
fluid milk producers enter the winter 
feeding season when production costs 
tend to be highest. Without such assur¬ 
ance some of the gain madfi in overcom¬ 
ing the threatened national shortage 
could be lost and the overall improve¬ 
ment in the balance of milk supplies 
which has been achieved in the fluid 
markets could again deteriorate. More¬ 
over, to risk such gains would not be in 
the interest of consumers since higher 
milk prices could result if present gains 
are not maintained. 

While the present “floor” under basic 
formula prices is set currently at $4 per 
hundredweight for milk of 3.5 percent 
butterfat, the Minnesota-Wisconsin price 
reached $4.34 per hundredweight in Sep¬ 
tember and $4.26 per hundredweight in 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 31, NO. 229—SATURDAY, NOVEMBER 26, 1966 





14948 

October. These above-floor prices, 
which increased Class I prices, undoubt¬ 
edly were an important factor in achiev¬ 
ing the recovery in production levels. 

The primary variable factor in the 
Class I price level for most orders is the 
basic formula price which reflects the 
prices at which manufactured dairy 
products sell in the national markets. 
The present level of the basic formula is 
the result of a general upward trend 
since mid-1965. The 6-cent drop in 
wholesale butter prices during October 
and smaller reductions in wholesale 
prices of cheese and nonfat dry milk, 
however, have brought wholesale market 
prices of these products closer to support 
levels. The lower market prices were re¬ 
flected in the drop of 8 cents per 
hundredweight from September to Octo¬ 
ber in the average price paid for manu¬ 
facturing milk in Minnesota and Wis¬ 
consin. 

Under usual circumstances the sea¬ 
sonal decrease in milk production results 
in some seasonal increase in manufac¬ 
turing milk prices. The recent contra- 
seasonal price increase in October, a 
month when prices normally increase, 
could mean that we have reached a 
transition from a period of steadily ris¬ 
ing price level for manufacturing milk to 
a period of either relative stability or 
fluctuation downward from the present 
level. Thus, influences which caused the 
increase during the past year may have 
produced their maximum effect for the 
time being. The possibility that there 
have been changes in the factors influ¬ 
encing the price level for manufacturing 
milk is an important consideration for 
fluid milk producers. 

With the normal seasonal increase in 
milk production in the offing there could 
be a marked reduction in Minnesota- 
Wisconsin prices which would produce an 
unstable price situation in order markets 
during the winter season of relatively 
low supplies. Although the support price 
at $4 per hundredweight through March 
1967 gives substantial price assurance to 
all dairy farmers, a rapid decline from 
the present level of the basic formula 
could be highly discouraging to fluid milk 
producers who are attempting to fur¬ 
nish adequate supplies throughout the 
winter season to meet the relatively even 
monthly demands of the fluid market. 
While their prices must follow the gen¬ 
eral price trend in manufacturing milk 
over the longer term, any precipitous 
drop in prices should be prevented. 

Under Class I price formulas which 
use a basic formula price, the normal 
seasonality of milk prices is recognized. 
Accordingly, the floor heroin established 
in markets with basic formula prices also 
will diminish as the season of increased 
supplies and lower manufacturing milk 
prices develops. Moreover, in order to 
assure a normal seasonal transition in 
price levels, the Class I prices in the 
orders are being floored through July. 

Continuance of the present “floor” un¬ 
der the wholesale price index factor in 
the New York-New Jersey order will hold 
prices in this market for each of the 
months through July about 13-15 cents 
per hundredweight above the levels which 
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would otherwise prevail and yet permit 
normal seasonal price adjustments. The 
Class I prices in the New England mar¬ 
kets are tied to the New York-New Jersey 
Class I price and will adjust in accord¬ 
ance with formula provisions. No 
amendment action is needed with respect 
to the New England orders. 

For those markets with basic formula 
prices, a “floor” under the basic formula 
price of $4.26 per hundredweight for de¬ 
termining December 1966 and January 
and February 1967 Class I prices, $4.15 
for pricing Class I milk in March and 
April 1967 and $4.05 for determining 
May, June and July 1967 Class I prices 
will likewise hold prices in these markets 
comparably above levels which otherwise 
W'ould prevail. 

The proposed amendments which will 
prevent too fast a reduction in Class I 
prices in these markets will tend to main¬ 
tain the present balance of milk supply 
in relation to sales. Further actions to 
increase prices are not warranted in view 
of the availability of milk supplies in re¬ 
lation to sales generally in these markets. 

Except as further revisions based on 
other hearings may be found to be appro¬ 
priate, the amendments adopted herein, 
together with the present provisions of 
each of the orders, will establish appro¬ 
priate Class I prices in each market. The 
factors establishing seasonal prices in 
some markets, tie-in prices in other mar¬ 
kets, and supply-demand adjustment 
factors 1 are reaffirmed as appropriate in 
the respective orders. 

At the St. Louis hearing a pricing 
problem involving shipments of milk be¬ 
tween the Ozarks and Fort Smith areas 
was brought out. The pricing of fluid 
milk products moved between these areas 
was considered at a hearing held Novem¬ 
ber 2 at Fayetteville, Ark. (31 F.R. 
13395), and that hearing was reopened 
by the November 15 hearing at St. Louis. 
This matter must be considered in rela¬ 
tion to other proposals on the record of 
the Fayetteville hearing and will be acted 
upon in a separate decision relating spe¬ 
cifically to the Fort Smith and Ozarks 
markets. 

The Class I prices of the Massa- 
chusetts-Rhode Island, Connecticut, 
Youngstown-Warren. Paducah. Ozarks, 
Red River Valley, Lubbock-Plainview, 
San Antonio, Central West Texas, Aus- 
tin-Waco, Corpus Christi. and Western 
Colorado orders are maintained in fixed 
alignment wdth other orders being 
amended. No amendments to these or¬ 
ders are required to carry out the con¬ 
clusions of this decision. 

For the Suburban St. Louis order, the 
basic formula price w'ould be amended 
in the same manner as in other orders. 
If such order is amended and becomes 
effective as the redesignated Southern 
Illinois order, the Class I price would be 


1 Including the supply-demand adjustor 
which is continued as a Class I pricing factor 
in the following orders and proposed Central 
Illinois order by means of a determination of 
an equivalent price: Milwaukee, Madison, 
Rock River Valley, Northwestern Indiana, 
Quad Cities-Dubuque, North Central Iowa, 
Cedar Rapids-Iowa City, Des Moines, St. 
Louis, and Suburban St. Louis. 


directly related to the St. Louis order 
price, and therefore, no amendment of 
the basic formula of the new order would 
be needed. 

The current Delaware Valley order 
Class I price will continue at least 
through March 1967 on the basis of the 
floor established July 5, 1966. Also, the 
Delaware Valley order price has had au¬ 
tomatic upward adjustment since the 
last emergency price change in all other 
markets effective July 5, 1966. Conse¬ 
quently, no further change Is needed at 
this time to maintain reasonable align¬ 
ment with the contemplated levels in 
other northeastern markets. 

2. Emergency action. The due and 
timely execution of the function of the 
Secretary under the Act imperatively 
and unavoidably requires the omission 
of a recommended decision and oppor¬ 
tunity for exceptions thereto on Issue 
No. 1. The conditions in these markets 
are such that it is urgent that remedial 
action be taken as soon as possible. 
Any delay in informing Interested par¬ 
ties of the conclusions made will tend to 
make ineffective the relief sought. In 
order that dairy farmers may make nec¬ 
essary production plans for the imme¬ 
diate future, they should know promptly 
the Department’s decision on the pro¬ 
posals considered at the hearings. Ac¬ 
cordingly, the requests for a recom¬ 
mended decision are denied. 

The notice of hearing stated that 
consideration would be given to the 
economic and emergency marketing con¬ 
ditions relating to the proposed amend¬ 
ments. Action under the procedure 
described above was requested by nu¬ 
merous parties at the hearing. 

It is therefore found that good cause 
exists for omission of the recommended 
decision and the opportunity for filing 
exceptions thereto. 

Rulings on proposed findings, conclu¬ 
sions and motions . Briefs and proposed 
findings and conclusions were filed on 
behalf of certain interested parties. 
These briefs, proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions and the evidence in each record 
were considered in making the findings 
and conclusions set forth above. To the 
extent that the suggested findings and 
conclusions filed by interested parties are 
inconsistent with the findings and con¬ 
clusions set forth herein, the requests to 
make such findings or to reach such 
conclusions are denied for the reasons 
previously stated in this decision. 

A motion was made at the Washington 
hearing by counsel for certain New York- 
New" Jersey handlers that testimony re¬ 
lating to emergency action for any 
months beyond December 1966 be ex¬ 
cluded from the record and that a rec¬ 
ommended decision be issued in the 
proceeding with respect to any action 
affecting months following December 
1966. The ruling of the presiding officer, 
admitting testimony concerning condi¬ 
tions beyond December, is affirmed The 
request for a recommended decision is 
denied for the reasons supporting need 
for emergency action. 

Counsel for Delaware Valley handlers 
moved that any consideration of Class l 
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prices In the Delaware Valley market be 
eliminated from the hearing. In the 
circumstances, the motion is denied. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance 
of each of the aforesaid orders and of 
the previously issued amendments there¬ 
to; and all of said previous findings and 
determinations are hereby ratified and 
affirmed, except insofar as such findings 
and determinations may be in conflict 
with the findings and determinations set 
forth herein. The following findings are 
hereby made with respect to each of the 
aforesaid orders: 

(a> The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof will tend to effectu¬ 
ate the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the Act, 
are not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such 
prices as will reflect the aforesaid factors, 
insure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
interest; and (c) the tentative market¬ 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, will regulate 
the handling of milk in the same man¬ 
ner as. and will be applicable only to 
persons in the respective classes of in¬ 
dustrial and commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

Marketing agreement and order. An¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof 
are two documents entitled, respectively, 

• Marketing Agreement Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in Certain Specified 
Marketing Areas’* and “Order Amend¬ 
ing the Order, Regulating the Handling 
of Milk in Certain Specified Marketing 
Areas,” which have been decided upon 
the detailed and appropriate means 
of effectuating the foregoing conclusions. 

H is hereby ordered. That all of this 
decision, except the attached market¬ 
ing agreement, be published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. The regulatory provi¬ 
sions of said marketing agreement are 
identical with those contained in the 
order, as hereby proposed to be amended 
oy the attached order w T hich will be 
Published with this decision. 

Determination of representative period. 
Except for the Central Illinois, Suburban 
ot. Louis, and Upper Florida orders, the 
ffionth of September 1966, is hereby de¬ 
termined to be the representative period 
tor the purpose of ascertaining whether 
the issuance of the attached order, as 
amended and as hereby proposed to be 
attended, regulating the handling of 
JniJk in the certain specified marketing 
areas is approved or favored by produc- 
as defined under the terms of each 
i the orders, as amended and as hereby 
proposed to be amended, and who, dur¬ 
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ing such representative period w r ere en¬ 
gaged in the production of milk for sale 
within each of the aforesaid marketing 
areas. 

The month of August 1966, is hereby 
determined to be the representative pe¬ 
riod for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the Issuance of the attached 
orders, as amended, and as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, regulating the 
handling of milk in the Central Illinois, 
Suburban St. Louis, and Upper Florida 
marketing areas, is approved or favored 
by producers, as defined under the terms 
of each of the orders, as amended and as 
hereby proposed to be amended, and who, 
during such representative period w T ere 
engaged in the production of milk for 
sale within each of the aforesaid market¬ 
ing areas. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on No¬ 
vember 23, 1966. 


George L. Mehren. 
Assistant Secretary . 

Order 1 Amending the Orders Regulating 
the Handling of Milk in Certain Speci¬ 
fied Marketing Areas 

7 CFR part and marketing area 

1002 New York-New Jersey. 

1005 Tri-State. 

1006 Upper Florida. 

1008 Greater Wheeling. 

1009 Clarksburg. 

1011 Appalachian. 

1012 Tampa Bay. 

1031 Northwestern Indiana. 

1032 Suburban St. Louis. 

1033 Cincinnati. 

1034 Dayton-Sprlngfield. 

1035 Columbus. 

1036 Northeastern Ohio. 

1038 Rock River Valley. 

1039 Milwaukee. 

1040 Southern Michigan. 

1041 Northwestern Ohio. 

1043 Upstate Michigan. 

1044 Michigan Upper Peninsula. 

1045 Northeastern Wisconsin. 

1046 Loulsville-Lexington-Evansville. 

1047 Fort Wayne. 

1049 Indianapolis. 

1050 Central Illinois. 

1051 Madison. 

1062 St. Louis. 

1063 Quad Citles-Dubuque. 

1064 Greater Kansas City. 

1065 Nebraska-Western Iowa. 

1066 Sioux City. Iowa. 

1068 Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn. 

1069 Duluth-Superior. 

1070 Cedar Rapids-Iowra City. 

1071 Neosho Valley. 

1073 Wichita. 

1075 Black HUls. S. Dak. 

1076 Eastern South Dakota. 

1078 North Central Iowa. 

1079 Des Moines. 

1090 Chattanooga. 

1094 New Orleans. 

1096 Northern Louisiana. 

1097 Memphis. 

1098 Nashville. 

1101 Knoxville. 

1102 Fort Smith. 

1103 Mississippi. 

1106 Oklahoma Metropolitan. 


1 This order shall not become effective un¬ 
less and until the requirements of § 900.14 of 
the rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 
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7 CFR part and marketing area —Continued 

1108 Central Arkansas. 

1125 Puget Sound. 

1126 North Texas. 

1131 Central Arizona. 

1132 Texas Panhandle. 

1133 Inland Empire. 

1136 Great Basin. 

1137 Eastern Colorado. 

1138 Rio Grande Valley. 

§-.0 Findings and determina¬ 

tions* 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi¬ 
nations previously made in connection 
w f ith the issuance of each of the aforesaid 
orders and of the previously issued 
amendments thereto; and all of said pre¬ 
vious findings and determinations are 
hereby ratified and affirmed, except inso¬ 
far as such findings and determinations 
may be in conflict with the findings and 
determinations set forth herein. The 
following findings are hereby made with 
respect to each of the aforesaid orders. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937. as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
900), a public hearing was held upon cer¬ 
tain proposed amendments to the tenta¬ 
tive marketing agreement and to the 
order regulating the handling of milk in 
the above designated marketing area. 
Upon the basis of the evidence introduced 
at such hearing and the record thereof, 
it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions there¬ 
of, will tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as deter¬ 
mined pursuant to section 2 of the Act. 
are not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the said marketing area, and the mini¬ 
mum prices specified in the order as here¬ 
by amended are such prices as will reflect 
the aforesaid factors, insure a sufficient 
quantity of pure and w'holesome milk, 
and be in the public interest; and 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as. and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in, a marketing agreement upon 
W'hich a hearing has been held. 

Order Relative to Handling 

It is therefore ordered. That on and 
after the effective date hereof the han¬ 
dling of milk in the respective designated 
marketing areas shall be in conformity 
to and in compliance with the terms 
and conditions of the aforesaid orders 
as amended and as hereby further 
amended, as follows: 

1. The proviso in § 1002.40(a) (1) is 
revised to read as follows; “Provided, 
That from the effective date of this 
amendment through July 1967, the re- 
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suit computed pursuant to this subpara¬ 
graph shall be not less than 117.596.” 

2. Section 1006.50 is revised by adding 
the following sentence at the end 
thereof: “For the purpose of computing 
Class I prices from the effective date 
hereof the basic formula price shall be 
not less than: $4.26 for computing Class 
I prices for December 1966, January and 
February 1967; $4.15 for computing 
Class I prices for March and April 1967; 
$4.05 for computing Class I prices for 
May, June, and July 1967.” 

3. The last sentence of § 1032.50 is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: “For the pur¬ 
pose of computing Class I prices from 
the effective date hereof and through the 
months herein designated, or until such 
time as the Suburban St. Louis order 
may be amended and become effective as 
the redesignated Southern Illinois order, 
the basic formula price shall be not less 
than: $4.26 for computing Class I prices 
through February 1967; $4.15 for com¬ 
puting Class I prices for March and April 
1967; $4.05 for computing Class I prices 
for May, June, and July 1967.” 

4. The last sentence in each of the sec¬ 

tions specified below is revised to read 
as follow's: “For the purpose of comput¬ 
ing Class I prices from the effective date 
hereof the basic formula price shall be 
not less than: $4.26 for computing Class 
I prices for December 1966, January and 
February 1967; $4.15 for computing 

Class I prices for March and April 1967; 
$4.05 for computing Class I prices for 
for May, June, and July 1967.” 


Amended sections: 


1005.50 

1047.50 

1090.50 

1008.50 

1049.50 

1094.50 

1009.50 

1050.50 

1096.50 

1011.50 

1051.50 

3097.50 

1012.50 

1062.50 

1098.50 

1031.50 

1063.50(a) 

1101.50 

1033.50 

1064.50 

1102.50 

1034.50 

1065.50 

1103.50 

1035.50 

1066.50 

1106.50 

1036.50 

1068.51 

1108.50 

1038.50 

1069.50 

1125.50 

1039.50 

1070.50(a) 

1126.50 

1040.50 

1071.50 

1131.50 

1041.50 

1073.50 

1132.50 

1043.50 

1075.50 

1133.50 

1044.50 

1076.50 

1136.51 

1045.50 

1078.50(a) 

1137.50 

1046.50 

1079.50(a) 

1138.50 


(F.R. Doc. 66-12807; Filed, Nov. 25. 1966; 
8:48 a.m.j 


I 7 CFR Parts 1003, 1016 3 

[Docket No. AO-293-A14 etc.] 

MILK IN WASHINGTON, D.C., AND 
UPPER CHESAPEAKE BAY MAR¬ 
KETING AREAS 

Decision on Proposed Amendments 
to Tentative Marketing Agreements 
and to Orders 

In Docket Nos. AO 293-A14 and -A 15 
and AO 312—A10 and -11: 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) f 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure, governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
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orders (7 CFR Part 900). public hearings 
were held at Arlington, Va., on Novem¬ 
ber 2, 1966, and at Washington, D.C., on 
November 17-18, 1966, pursuant to no¬ 
tices thereof issued on October 25, 1966 
(31 F.R. 13863), and November 4, 1966 
(31 F.R. 14403). 

The material issues on the records of 
the hearings relate to: 

1. The Class I price through June 
1967; and 

2. Whether an emergency exists to 
warrant omission of a recommended 
decision. 

Findings and conclusions. The follow¬ 
ing findings and conclusions on the ma¬ 
terial issues are based on the evidence 
presented at the hearings and the rec¬ 
ords thereof: 

1. The Washington, D.C.. and Upper 
Chesapeake Bay Class I prices for each 
month through June 1967 shall be the 
Delaware Valley Class I price minus 10 
cents, except that from the effective date 
of this decision through March 1967, the 
Washington Class I price shall be the 
same as the Delaware Valley Class I 
price. The Delaware Valley Class I price 
from the present time through March 
1967 is expected to be $6.40 and for April, 
May. and June 1967 is expected to be $6. 

Although the principal cooperatives in 
both markets proposed a $6.40 Class I 
price through June 1967, they empha¬ 
sized also that the Class I prices under 
the Washington and Upper Chesapeake 
Bay orders through June 1967 should be 
related directly to the Delaware Valley 
Class I price. 

The Washington and Upper Chesa¬ 
peake Bay order markets are closely re¬ 
lated and similar conditions affecting the 
pricing of milk prevail. Handlers under 
the two orders compete for sales and 
often bid on the same military contracts. 
Both markets obtain their milk supply 
principally from producing areas in 
Maryland, Virginia, and Pennsylvania. 
Producer receipts from counties within 
these States show substantial overlap¬ 
ping of production areas. Since the two 
orders have been in effect, the same Class 
I prices have applied in both orders. 

The Washington and Upper Chesa¬ 
peake Bay orders now provide for a Class 
I price only through February 1967. The 
Class I price now applicable, which is 
computed by adding or subtracting a 
supply-demand adjustment to $5.55, is 
subject to further modification in that 
it may not differ (after adjusting for 
seasonality in the two orders) by more 
than 15 cents from the average of the 
New York-New Jersey and Delaware 
Valley Class I prices. 

In each of the months from July 1966 
to date the average of the New York-New 
Jersey and Delaware Valley Class I prices 
has determined the Washington and 
Upper Chesapeake Bay Class I prices. 
The Washington and Upper Chesapeake 
Bay Class I prices from July through 
November 1966 were contained in the 
narrow range of $6 to $6.04, an average 
of $6.02 for the five-month period. Un¬ 
der the present pricing provisions of the 
orders, the Class I prices for December 
1966 through February 1967 would aver¬ 
age about $6.05. 


Handlers presented no testimony in 
opposition to the proposal of producers 
for a $6.40 Class I price under the Wash¬ 
ington order. The spokesman for han¬ 
dlers in Upper Chesapeake Bay opposed 
the producers’ proposal for a Class I price 
increase in that market, stating that ade¬ 
quate supplies of milk are available to 
Upper Chesapeake Bay handlers. 

In recent years, Class I sales by Wash¬ 
ington and Upper Chesapeake Bay han¬ 
dlers have been increasing at a signifi¬ 
cantly greater rate than producer 
deliveries. Unless supplies in these mar¬ 
kets are increased to serve these increas¬ 
ing sales, sufficient milk may not be avail¬ 
able from the usual dependable sources to 
fulfill the markets’ needs. 

For the tw’o markets, the average 
monthly Class I utilization during the 12 
months through October 1966 was 116.3 
million pounds, 4.7 million pounds 
greater than the 111.6 million pounds a 
year earlier, a percentage increase of 4.2 
percent. On the other hand, producer 
deliveries in the same period averaged 
155.2 million pounds monthly, an in¬ 
crease of only 1.8 percent above the 152.4 
million pounds monthly average produc¬ 
tion a year earlier. On a percentage 
basis, the Class I utilization of producer 
milk in the 12-month period through Oc¬ 
tober 1966 was 75 versus a 73 percent 
utilization during the corresponding pe¬ 
riod a year earlier. 

In the most recent 3-month period for 
which data are available, August, Sep¬ 
tember, and October 1966, the average 
monthly Class I sales for the two markets 
increased 3.1 million pounds (from 113.6 
to 116.7 million pounds) from a year ear¬ 
lier. Producer deliveries in the same pe¬ 
riod increased an average of 1.3 million 
pounds monthly from a year ago. The 
percent of milk used in Class I increased 
from 73 percent in 1965 to 75 percent in 
1966 in this 3-month period. 

Despite the extent to which the pro¬ 
duction and sales area of the Washington 
and Upper Chesapeake Bay markets 
overlap, the availability of milk to Wash¬ 
ington order handlers relative to their 
needs has been declining relative to the 
situation of Upper Chesapeake Bay han¬ 
dlers. In only two of the 12 months 
through October 1966 was the percentage 
of producer milk used in Class I under 
the Washington order below a year ago. 
In 6 of the 12 months, the Washington 
Class I utilization was at least 80 percent 
of producer receipts. For the 12 months, 
the Class I utilization was 78 percent 
compared to 74 percent a year earlier. 

The Class I utilization of producer milk 
under the Washington order during the 
12 months through October averaged 64.6 
million pounds monthly compared to 61.7 
million pounds a year earlier, a 4.7 per¬ 
cent increase. Producer deliveries for 
the same 12-month period averaged 83.1 
million pounds, only 0.2 percent above 
the 82.9 million pounds monthly average 
a year earlier. 

Taken separately, the supply of milk 
for the Upper Chesapeake Bay market 
relative to its needs has not been losing 
ground in the same manner as in the 
Washington market. The 3.5 percent 
increase in Class I sales under the Upper 
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Chesapeake Bay order in the 12 months 
through October 1966 was matched by a 
3.7 percent increase in producer de¬ 
liveries in the same period. The Class I 
utilization of producer receipts in the 12- 
month period w as 72 percent, the same as 
a year earlier. 

A Washington Class I price through 
March 1967 that is 10 cents above the 
Upper Chesapeake Bay Class I price, as 
provided in this decision, is necessary as 
a temporary measure to attract addi¬ 
tional supplies to the Washington market 
from farms that are now- supplying Up¬ 
per Chesapeake Bay and Delaware Valley 
handlers. It would not be feasible at 
this time, however, to specify that the 
Washington Class I price be maintained 
at 10 cents above the Upper Chesapeake 
Bay Class I price on a permanent basis. 
To do this might tend to take away an 
undue amount of supplies from the Up¬ 
per Chesapeake Bay market. 

There was no testimony for establish¬ 
ing Class I prices under the Washington 
and Upper Chesapeake Bay orders in the 
perspective of the long-range point of 
view rather than in the perspective of the 
several months immediately ahead. The 
testimony w T as directed primarily at pro¬ 
viding pricing under the tw-o orders 
through June 1967. Producer spokesmen 
stated that pricing beyond that date 
should be considered at a hearing prior 
to June 30, 1967, to consider compre¬ 
hensively the Class I pricing under the 
two orders subsequent to that date. 

The Class I price herein provided 
through June 1967 will provide a rea¬ 
sonable level of pricing under the two 
orders for this limited period, and pro¬ 
vide the necessary incentive to producers 
not only to continue to ship to Washing¬ 
ton and Upper Chesapeake Bay markets 
but also to maintain a level of production 
to supply the markets' needs. 

It was not established at the hearings 
that it would be economically feasible to 
specify that the Washington, D.C., and 
Upper Chesapeake Bay Class I prices 
should be the same as the Delaware 
Valley Class I price for an indefinite 
period. Although substantial portions 
of the milksheds of the three markets 
overlap, there are major portions of the 
production areas of the three markets 
which do not. There are also substantial 
differences In the sales areas of the han¬ 
dlers under the three orders. Moreover, 
it was not show-n that the Delaware 
Valley Class I price by itself is a better 
basis for determining the Class I prices 
for the Washington and Upper Chesa¬ 
peake Bay orders than a basis that uses 
a number of factors, especially those 
which give consideration directly to 
the supply-sales relationship in these 
markets. 

Nevertheless, the Delaware Valley Class 
i price Is an important factor that must 
oe considered in establishing the Class I 
prices under the Washington, D.C., and 
upper Chesapeake Bay orders. It is 
aesirable, therefore, in establishing a 
U mi ted period through June 
that such price be related to the 
Delaware Valley price in tills period. It 

ouid be inappropriate, for example, to 
Provide for a price of $6.40 for April. 
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May, and June under the Washington, 
D.C., and Upper Chesapeake Bay orders 
(as proposed by Washington and Upper 
Chesapeake Bay producers) if the Dela¬ 
ware Valley Class I price in this three- 
month period should be $5.80 or $6, as 
w-as indicated at the hearing. 

2. The due and timely execution of the 
function of the Secretary under the Act 
imperatively and unavoidably requires 
the omission of a recommended decision 
and opportunity for exceptions thereto 
on Issue No. 1. The conditions in these 
markets are such that it is urgent that 
remedial action be taken as soon as pos¬ 
sible. Any delay in informing interested 
parties of the conclusions made will tend 
to make ineffective the relief sought. 
The time necessarily involved In the 
preparation, filing and publication of a 
recommended decision and the filing of 
exceptions thereto would in this instance 
contribute to the threat of an insufficient 
supply of milk for these markets. 

Producer spokesmen requested that be¬ 
cause of the economic and emergency 
marketing conditions relating to the pro¬ 
posed amendments, action be taken un¬ 
der the procedure described above. 

It is therefore found that good cause 
exists for omission of the recommended 
decision and the opportunity for filing 
exceptions thereto. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions. Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence in the records were consid¬ 
ered in making the findings and conclu¬ 
sions set forth above. To the extent 
that the suggested findings and conclu¬ 
sions filed by interested parties are in¬ 
consistent with the findings and conclu¬ 
sions set forth herein, the requests to 
make such findings or to reach such con¬ 
clusions are denied for the reasons pre¬ 
viously stated in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance 
of the aforesaid orders and of the pre¬ 
viously issued amendments thereto; and 
all of said previous findings and deter¬ 
minations are hereby ratified and af¬ 
firmed, except insofar as such findings 
and determinations may be in conflict 
with the findings and determinations set 
forth herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ments and the orders as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

(b> The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act. are not reasonable in view' of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which 
affect market supply and demand for 
milk in the marketing area, and the 
minimum prices specified in the pro¬ 
posed marketing agreements and the or¬ 
ders. as hereby proposed to be amended, 
are such prices as w T ill reflect the afore¬ 
said factors, insure a sufficient quantity 
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of pure and wiiolesome milk, and be in 
the public interest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ments and the orders, as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, will regulate the 
handling of milk in the same manner as, 
and will be applicable only to persons 
in the respective classes of industrial and 
commercial activity specified in, market¬ 
ing agreements upon which hearings 
have been held. 

Marketing agreement and order. An¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof are 
four documents entitled, respectively, 
“Marketing Agreement Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in the Washington, 
D.C. Marketing Area,” “Order Amend¬ 
ing the Order, Regulating the Handling 
of Milk in the Washington, D.C., Mar¬ 
keting Area.” “Marketing Agreement 
Regulating the Handling of Milk in the 
Upper Chesapeake Bay Marketing Area,” 
and “Order Amending the Order, Regu¬ 
lating the Handling of Milk in the 
Upper Chesapeake Bay Marketing Area.” 
which have been decided upon as the 
detailed and appropriate means of ef¬ 
fectuating the foregoing conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered, That all of this 
decision except the attached marketing 
agreements, be published In the Federal 
Register. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreements are identical 
with those contained in the orders, as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached orders which will be published 
with this decision. 

Determination of representative pe¬ 
riod. The month of September 1966 is 
hereby determined to be the representa¬ 
tive period for the purpose of ascertain¬ 
ing whether the issuance of the attached 
orders, as amended and as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, regulating the han¬ 
dling of milk In the Washington, D.C., 
and Upper Chesapeake Bay marketing 
areas is approved or favored by produc¬ 
ers, as defined under the terms of the 
orders, as amended and as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, and who. during 
such representative period were engaged 
in the production of milk for sale within 
the aforesaid marketing areas. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on No¬ 
vember 23, 1966. 

George L. Mehren, 
Assistant Secretary. 

Order 1 Amending the Order Regulating 
the Handling of Milk in the Washing¬ 
ton. D.C., Marketing Area 

§ 1003.0 Findings nml dctermin.tlion*. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and deter¬ 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
hereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such 
findings and determinations may be in 


1 This order shaU not become effective un¬ 
less and until the requirements of $ 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov¬ 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have beeu 
met. 


No. 229-5 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 31. NO. 229—SATURDAY, NOVEMBER 26, 1966 







14952 

conflict with the findings and determina¬ 
tions set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937. as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
900 >. public hearings were held upon 
certain proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 
the order regulating the handling of 
milk in the Washington. D.C., marketing 
area. Upon the basis of the evidence 
introduced at such hearings and the rec¬ 
ord thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amend¬ 
ed. and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af¬ 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the said marketing area, and the mini¬ 
mum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as. and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of in¬ 
dustrial or commercial activity specified 
in, a marketing agreement upon which 
hearings have been held. 

Order Relative to Handling 

It is therefore ordered. That on and 
after the effective date hereof the han¬ 
dling of milk in the Washington, D.C., 
marketing area shall be in conformity to 
and in compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the aforesaid order, as 
amended and as hereby further amended, 
as follows: 

In § 1003.50 the introductory text of 
paragraph (a) is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1003.50 (ihijis prices. 

• • • * « 

fa) Class I price. The Class I price 
from the effective date of this paragraph 
through March 1967 shall be the Class I 
price pursuant to Part 1004 (Delaware 
Valley) of this chapter and for April, 
May, and June 1967 shall be such price 
minus 10 cents. 

• • • • • 

Order 1 Amending the Order Regulating 
the Handling of Milk in the Upper 
Chesapeake Bay Marketing Area 


1 This order shall not become effective 
unless and until the requirements of § 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov¬ 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


§ 1016.0 Finding* and determinations. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplement ary and 
in addition to the findings and deter¬ 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such find¬ 
ings and determinations may be in con¬ 
flict with the findings and determinations 
set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders <7 CFR Part 
900), public hearings were held upon 
certain proposed amendments to the ten¬ 
tative marketing agreement and to the 
order regulating the handling of milk in 
the Upper Chesapeake Bay marketing 
area. Upon the basis of the evidence 
introduced at such hearings and the rec¬ 
ord thereof, it is found that: 

< 1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions there¬ 
of. will tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which 
affect market supply and demand for 
milk in the said marketing area, and 
the minimum prices specified in the or¬ 
der as hereby amended are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
interest; 

< 3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in, a marketing agreement upon 
which hearings have been held. 

Order Relative to Handling 

It is therefore ordered. That on and 
after the effective date hereof the han¬ 
dling of milk in the Chesapeake Bay 
marketing area shall be in conformity 
to and in compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the aforesaid order, as 
amended and as hereby further amend¬ 
ed, as follows; 

In § 1016.50 the introductory text of 
paragraph (a) is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1016.50 Glass price*. 

• • * • • 

(a) Class I price. The Class I price 
from the effective date of this paragraph 
through June 1967 shall be the Class I 
price pursuant to Part 1004 «Delaware 
Valley) of this chapter minus 10 cents. 

• • * • * 

[F.R. Doc. 66-12808; Filed. Nov. 25. 1966; 

8:48 n.m.j 


[ 7 CFR Part 1013 1 

(Docket No. AO 286-All ( 

MILK IN SOUTHEASTERN FLORIDA 
MARKETING AREA 

Decision on Proposed Amendments 

to Tentative Marketing Agreement 

and to Order 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Ag¬ 
ricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.i, 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure, governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), a public hear¬ 
ing was held at Fort Lauderdale. Fla . 
on November 9, 1966. pursuant to notice 
thereof issued on October 25, 1966 <31 
F.R. 13863). 

The material issues on the record of 
the hearing related to: 

1. The Class I price through June 
1967; and 

2. Whether an emergency exists to 
warrant omission of a recommended 
decision. 

Findings and conclusions. The fol¬ 
lowing findings and conclusions on the 
material issues are based on evidence 
presented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 

1. The Class I price through June 1967 
should be established at $7.25. 

Since July 1966, the Class I price has 
been computed by adding $3.20 to a basic 
formula price, which is the Minnesota- 
Wisconsin manufacturing milk price se¬ 
ries. (Since July 5, the order has pro¬ 
vided that the basic formula shall not be 
less than $4.) From July through No¬ 
vember 1966, the Class I price averaged 
$7.38. The November 1966 Class I price 
is $7.46. 

Replacing the present Class I pricing 
provisions In the order with a Class I 
price of $7.25 through June 1967 was 
proposed by the major handlers and 
supported by the principal producer as¬ 
sociation in the market. Both handlers 
and producers contend that the fixed 
price proposed would insure stability in 
the market in a period when the price 
that might be obtained through the pres¬ 
ent formula is uncertain and, under 
present conditions, tends to fluctuate 
widely from month to month. They 
cited recent changes in the Minnesota- 
Wisconsin price which averaged 10 cents 
monthly in the first 10 months of 1966. 
with monthly changes in this period of 
17 cents from May to June, 23 cents 
from June to July, and 21 cents from 
July to August. 

Handlers and producers anticipate 
that the $7.25 Class I price proposed by 
them will approximate the average Class 
I price that would result from the pres¬ 
ent Class I pricing provisions now in the 
order through June 1967. They base 
this on their estimate that the Minne- 
sota-Wisconsin price, which declined 
from $4.34 in September to $4.26 in Oc¬ 
tober 1966, will decline further and aver¬ 
age $4.05 from December 1966 through 
June 1967. The purpose of handlers in 
proposing a flat price is to avoid frequent 
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changes In resale prices and to enable 
them to anticipate more precisely future 
prices when bidding on long-term con¬ 
tracts. 

The Southeastern Florida market has 
been accustomed to little variation 
from month to month in its milk prices. 
Handlers said the relatively wide, recent 
month-to-month variations in the Class 
I price have been disturbing to them be¬ 
cause for many years they have been 
accustomed to maintaining the same 
resale prices throughout the market for 
long periods. 

The pricing standard under the statute 
provides that prices shall be at levels 
which will tend to obtain an adequate 
but not an excessive supply of milk to 
meet the Class I needs in the market. 
Supply and demand conditions are sub¬ 
ject to periodic change and sometimes 
in considerable degree. During the past 
year, the dairy industry generally has 
been in a state of substantial change in 
supply-demand conditions and the vari¬ 
ation in prices for milk have reflected 
these changes. Since the Class I price 
was amended effective July 1, 1966. to 
base it on the Minnesota-Wisconsin 
price, the Class I price has also varied 
in accordance with changing national 
supply and demand conditions. 

Since prices have been rather stable 
in this market for a long time, it is ap¬ 
propriate that for a further temporary 
period a fixed price be maintained. This 
will give a better opportunity to judge 
whether this level of prices accurately 
reflects supply and demand conditions 
in this market during the next several 
months. This level price, therefore, will 
aid in a future decision as to appropriate 
pricing mechanisms to be employed in 
this area. 

There were no proposals at the hearing 
to extend the Class I pricing beyond June 
1967. The order does not now provide 
for a Class I price beyond that date. A 
hearing will be held before June 1967 to 
provide for a Class I price after that 
month. 

2. Emergency action. The due and 
timely execution of the function of the 
Secretary under the Act imperatively 
and unavoidably requiries the omission 
of a recommended decision and oppor¬ 
tunity for exceptions thereto on Issue No. 
1. The conditions in this market are 
such that it is urgent that remedial ac¬ 
tion be taken as soon as possible. Any 
delay in informing interested parties of 
the conclusions made will tend to make 
ineffective the relief sought. The time 
necessarily involved in the preparation, 
flling and publication of a recommended 
decision and the flling of exceptions 
thereto would in this instance contribute 
to the threat of disruptive marketing 
conditions and instability in the market. 

Both producer and handler spokesmen 
requested that because of the economic 
and emergency marketing conditions re¬ 
lating to the proposed amendments, ac¬ 
tion be taken under the procedure de¬ 
scribed above. 

It is therefore found that good cause 
exists for omission of the recommended 
decision and the opportunity for filing 
exceptions thereto. 
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Rulings on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions. Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence in the record were consid¬ 
ered in making the findings and conclu¬ 
sions set forth above. To the extent that 
the suggested findings and conclusions 
filed by interested parties are inconsist¬ 
ent with the findings and conclusions set 
forth herein, the requests to make such 
findings or to reach such conclusions are 
denied for the reasons previously stated 
in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection w’ith the issuance of 
the aforesaid order and of the previously 
issued amendments thereto; and all of 
said previous findings and determina¬ 
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed, 
except insofar as such findings and de¬ 
terminations may be in conflict with the 
findings and determinations set forth 
herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order as hereby proposed to 
be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the Act, 
are not reasonable in view of the price of 
feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
interest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the handling 
of milk in the same manner as, and will 
be applicable only to persons in the re¬ 
spective classes of industrial and com¬ 
mercial activity specified in, a marketing 
agreement upon which a hearing has 
been held. 

Marketing agreement and order. An¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof are 
two documents entitled, respectively, 
“Marketing Agreement Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in the Southeastern 
Florida Marketing Area” and “Order 
Amending the Order, Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in the Southeastern 
Florida Marketing Area." which have 
been decided upon as the detailed and 
appropriate means of effectuating the 
foregoing conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered , That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published in the Federal 
Register. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the order, as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached order which will be published 
with this decision. 
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Determination of Representative Pe¬ 
riod. The month of September 1966 is 
hereby determined to be the representa¬ 
tive period for the purpose of ascertain¬ 
ing w'hether the issuance of the attached 
order, as amended and as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, regulating the han¬ 
dling of milk in the Southeastern Florida 
marketing area is approved or favored 
by producers, as defined under the terms 
of the order, as amended and as hereby 
proposed to be amended, and w'ho, dur¬ 
ing such representative period were en¬ 
gaged in the production of milk for sale 
within the aforesaid marketing area. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on No¬ 
vember 23, 1966. 

George L. Mehren, 
Assistant Secretary. 

Order 1 Amending the Order Regulating 

the Handling of Milk in the Southeast¬ 
ern Florida Marketing Area 

§ 1013.0 Findings and determinations. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi¬ 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such find¬ 
ings and determinations may be in con¬ 
flict with the findings and determina¬ 
tions set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.). and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR 
Part 900), a public hearing w r as held 
upon certain proposed amendments to 
the tentative marketing agreement and 
to the order regulating the handling of 
milk in the Southeastern Florida mar¬ 
keting area. Upon the basis of the evi¬ 
dence introduced at such hearing and 
the record thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as deter¬ 
mined pursuant to section 2 of the Act, 
are not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the said marketing area, and the mini¬ 
mum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 
and 

(3) The said order as hereby amend¬ 
ed, regulates the handling of milk in the 


> This order shaU not become effective 
unless and until the requirements of § 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov¬ 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 
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same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of in¬ 
dustrial or commercial activity specified 
in. a marketing agreement upon which 
a hearing has been held. 

Order Relative to Handling 

It is therefore ordered , That on and 
after the effective date hereof the han¬ 
dling of milk in the Southeastern Florida 
marketing area shall be in conformity 
to and in compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the aforesaid order, as 
amended and as hereby further amend¬ 
ed. as follows: 

In § 1013.51, paragraph <a) is amend¬ 
ed to read as follows: 

§ 101 3.5 1 C.lnss prires. 

• * * * * 

<a> Class I price. From the effective 
date of this paragraph through June 
1967, the Class I price shall be $7.25. 

• • • • • 

(F.R. Doc. 66-12809: Filed, Nov. 25. 1966; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[ 7 CFR Part 1068 ] 

(Docket No. A0178-A18. -A191 

MILK IN MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PAUL, 
MINN., MARKETING AREA 

Decision on Proposed Amendments to 

Tentative Marketing Agreement 

and to Order 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) f 
and the applicable niles of practice and 
procedure, governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), public hearings 
were held at Minneapolis, Minn., on No¬ 
vember 9, 1966, pursuant to notices 
thereof issued on October 25, 1966 (31 
F.R. 13864) and October 27.1966 (31 F.R. 
13916), and at Denver, Colo., on No¬ 
vember 16-17, 1966 (31 F.R. 14407) on 
proposed amendments to the tentative 
marketing agreement and to the order 
regulating the handling of milk in the 
Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn., marketing 
area. 

Preliminary statement. The material 
issues on the records of the hearings 
related to: 

1. The appropriate level of Class I 
prices for the next several months; and 

2. The need for emergency action. 

Findings and conclusions. The fol¬ 
lowing findings and conclusions on the 
material issues are based on evidence 
presented at the hearings and the records 
thereof. 

1. Class I differential. The Class I dif¬ 
ferential should be fixed at 86 cents per 
hundredweight for the period December 
1966 through June 1967. 

All of the major cooperatives in the 
market supported a proposal to maintain 
the Class I differential at $1 per hun¬ 
dredweight during the period December 
1966 through June 1967. The Minneap¬ 
olis-St. Paul order now provides a differ¬ 
ential of $1 per hundredweight during 
the months of July through November 
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and $0.76 per hundredweight during the 
remaining months. This differential is 
subject to a maximum adjustment of 24 
cents as supplies vary in relation to 
demand. 

If the Class I differential were per¬ 
mitted to drop to $0.76 per hundred¬ 
weight on December 1, it would seriously 
threaten the supply of milk for the mar¬ 
ket. In recent months the prices paid 
for manufacturing milk by plants located 
in the supply area have been substan¬ 
tially in excess of the average price paid 
for manufacturing grade milk in Minne¬ 
sota and Wisconsin. The latter price is 
used both as the basic formula and as the 
Class II price under the Minneapolis- 
St. Paul order. 

In July the prices paid by 12 manu¬ 
facturing plants in the milkshed ranged 
from $4,185 to $4.50 per hundredweight. 
In August the prices paid by these plants 
ranged from $4,325 to $4.50 and in Sep¬ 
tember the range was from $4.45 to $4.60. 
For the same months the Minnesota- 
Wisconsin price averaged $4.05, $4.26, and 
$4.34, respectively. During this period 
the net returns to Grade A producers de¬ 
livering to country plants was very little 
higher than the prices received by dairy 
farmers supplying manufacturing grade 
milk to these nearby manufacturing 
plants. The narrowing of the spread 
between uniform prices at country plants 
and manufacturing milk prices is fur¬ 
ther aggravated by the difference in 
hauling costs. The bulk hauling rate 
paid by producers shipping to regulated 
plants ranges from 17 cents to 25 cents 
per hundredweight. The hauling rate on 
manufacturing milk is substantially 
lower and in some cases is only 10 cents 
per hundredweight. 

Since more than 70 percent of the milk 
supply for the Minneapolis-St. Paul mar¬ 
ket is received at country plants, the 
relationship between prices paid by 
manufacturing plants and the uniform 
price at country pool plants has a much 
greater effect on market supplies than 
in markets where a substantial percent¬ 
age of the producer milk is received at 
city plants. 

Unless action is taken to offset part 
of the decline in the Class I price which 
would otherwise occur beginning on De¬ 
cember 1, 1966, uniform prices to pro¬ 
ducers at country plants could drop so 
low that net returns to producers in many 
instances would be at the same level as, 
or possibly lower than the returns to 
neighboring farmers producing manu¬ 
facturing grade milk. Such a situation 
could only result in disorderly marketing 
and would seriously threaten not only 
the supply of milk for the market but 
its quality, since producers would have 
no incentive to comply with the sanitary 
standards prescribed for the production 
of Grade A milk. 

At present price levels producers are 
leaving the market in substantial num¬ 
bers. In September there were 4,342 
producers on the market, a decline of 71 
from the July peak. This is particularly 
significant since, in both 1964 and 1965, 
there was an increase of producers from 
July to September. In 1964 the increase 
was 61 and in 1965 it was 133. 


Although there was a very substantial 
increase in the volume of milk pooled 
under the order beginning in July 1966. 
this increase came about through the 
affiliation with the market of three large- 
volume plants, not through the addition 
of individual producers. These plants 
were operated by two large cooperative 
associations. One of these associations 
operates a plant which was a pool plant 
under the Chicago order during the en¬ 
tire period the Chicago order was in 
effect. With the termination of the 
Chicago order, this plant became asso¬ 
ciated with the Minneapolis-St. Paul 
market. Although it represents a sub¬ 
stantial volume of milk, it cannot be 
considered a permanent part of the sup¬ 
ply for the Minneapolis-St. Paul market, 
since it is likely that it would again be¬ 
come associated with the Chicago mar¬ 
ket if a new order were issued for that 
market. The remaining plants came on 
the market as a result of the consolida¬ 
tion of cooperatives. This consolidation 
took place primarily for the purpose of 
permitting increased efficiency in plant 
operations. 

As a result of the addition of these 
plants to the market the supply-demand 
adjustor has been reducing the Class I 
price in the Minneapolis-St. Paul market 
by increasing amounts and for the period 
December through June it is expected 
that the adjustment will be at the 
maximum rate of 24 cents per hundred¬ 
weight. Thus, the effective Class I 
differential in the December-June period 
would be 52 cents per hundredweight 
rather than 76 cents if no action were 
taken. As a result of the action taken 
herein the effective differential will be 
62 cents per hundredweight. 

On the record of the hearing held in 
Denver, Colo., on November 16-17. 
at which the level of Class I prices for 
22 other Federal order markets, in addi¬ 
tion to the Minneapolis-St. Paul market, 
was considered, it is also concluded that 
a floor should be established under the 
basic formula price during the December 
1966 through June 1967 period. It is also 
concluded that the basic formula price 
for the months of December 1966 and 
January and February 1967 should be not 
less than $4.26. For the months of 
March and April 1967 it should be not 
less than $4.15 and for the months of 
May, June, and July 1967 should be not 
less than $4.05. However, the changes 
in this regard will be effectuated by a 
common order dealing with the 23 orders 
and the reasons for the changes set forth 
in the decision thereon are adopted for 
the purposes of this decision. 

The increase of 10 cents in the Class I 
differential together with the establish¬ 
ment of a floor under the basic formula 
is expected to produce Class I and uni¬ 
form prices which will provide an ade¬ 
quate supply of milk for the market. 

2. The need for emergency action. 
The due and timely execution of the 
function of the Secretary under the Act 
imperatively and unavoidably requires 
the omission of a recommended decision 
and opportunity for exceptions thereto 
on Issue No. 1. The conditions in this 
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market are such that it is urgent that 
remedial action be taken as soon as pos¬ 
sible. Any delay in informing interested 
parties of the conclusions made will tend 
to make ineffective the relief sought. 
The time necessarily involved in the 
preparation, filing and publication of a 
recommended decision and the filing of 
exceptions thereto, would in this instance 
contribute to the threat of an insufficient 
supply of milk for the market. 

The notice of hearing stated that con¬ 
sideration would be given to the economic 
and emergency marketing conditions re¬ 
lating to the proposed amendments. Ac¬ 
tion under the procedure described above 
was requested by proponents at the 
hearing. 

It is therefore found that good cause 
exists for omission of the recommended 
decision and the opportunity for filing 
exceptions thereto. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions. A brief with proposed findings 
and conclusions was filed on behalf of 
the proponent cooperative association. 
This brief, proposed findings and conclu¬ 
sions and the evidence in the record were 
considered in making the findings and 
conclusions set forth above. To the ex¬ 
tent that the suggested findings and con¬ 
clusions filed by the interested party are 
inconsistent with the findings and con¬ 
clusions set forth herein, the request to 
make such findings or to reach such con¬ 
clusions is denied for the reasons previ¬ 
ously stated in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance of 
the aforesaid order and of the previously 
issued amendments thereto; and all of 
said previous findings and determina¬ 
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed: 
except insofar as such findings and de¬ 
terminations may be in conflict with the 
findings and determinations set forth 
herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

<b> The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the Act, 
are not reasonable in view of the price of 
feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
Proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
interest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the handling 
°f milk in the same manner as, and will 


be applicable only to persons in the re¬ 
spective classes of industrial and com¬ 
mercial activity specified in, a marketing 
agreement upon which a hearing has 
been held. 

Marketing agreement and order. An¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof are 
two documents entitled, respectively, 
"Marketing Agreement Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in the Minneapolis-St. 
Paul, Minn., Marketing Area" and "Or¬ 
der Amending the Order Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in the Minneapolis-St. 
Paul. Minn.. Marketing Area," which 
have been decided upon as the detailed 
and appropriate means of effectuating 
the foregoing conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered , That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published in the Federal 
Register. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the order, as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached order which will be published 
with this decision. 

Determination of representative period. 
The month of September 1966 is hereby 
determined to be the representative pe¬ 
riod for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the issuance of the attached or¬ 
der, as amended and as hereby proposed 
to be amended, regulating the handling 
of milk in the Minneapolis-St. Paul, 
Minn., marketing area is approved or 
favored by producers, as defined under 
the terms of the order, as amended and 
as hereby proposed to be amended, and 
who, during such representative period 
were engaged in the production of milk 
for sale within the aforesaid marketing 
area. 

Signed at Washington, D.C.. on No¬ 
vember 23, 1966. 

George L. Mehren, 
Assistant Secretary. 

Order 1 Amending the Order Regulating 
the Handling of Milk in the Minne- 
apolis-St. Paul. Minn., Marketing Area 

§ 1068.0 Finding* and determinations. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi¬ 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such find¬ 
ings and determinations may be in con¬ 
flict with the findings and determina¬ 
tions set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 


1 This order shall not become effective un¬ 
less and until the requirements of § 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov¬ 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 
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U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure governing 
the formulation of marke ting a greements 
and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 900), 
a public hearing was held upon certain 
proposed amendments to the tentative 
marketing agreement and to the order 
regulating the handling of milk in the 
Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn., marketing 
area. Upon the basis of the evidence in¬ 
troduced at such heal ing and the record 
thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the 
declared policy of the Act: 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af¬ 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the said marketing area, and the 
minimum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 
and 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only to 
persons in the respective classes of in¬ 
dustrial or commercial activity specified 
in, a marketing agreement upon which a 
hearing has been held. 

Order Relative to Handling 

It is therefore ordered , That on and 
after the effective date hereof the han¬ 
dling of milk in the Minneapolis-St. 
Paul. Minn., marketing area shall be in 
conformity to and in compliance with the 
terms and conditions of the aforesaid 
order, as amended and as hereby fur¬ 
ther amended, as follows: 

In § 1068.53 the provisions preceding 
the table are revised to read as follows: 

§ 1068.53 Class I price. 

Subject to the differentials provided in 
§§ 1068.55 and 1068.56(a) the price per 
hundredweight for Class I milk each 
month shall be the basic formula price 
for the preceding month computed pur¬ 
suant to § 1068.51 plus an amount as 
follows: $1 for July, August, September, 
October, and November; $0.76 for other 
months except that prior to July 1, 1967, 
$0.86 shall be added to the basic formula 
price in lieu of the above amounts: Pro¬ 
vided. That whenever the current supply- 
demand ratio varies from that set forth 
in the table below, the Class I price shall 
be increased or decreased 1.5 cents for 
each full percentage point that the cur¬ 
rent supply-demand ratio is above or 
below that set forth in the table, but 
such price shall not be increased or de¬ 
creased more than 24 cents for any 
month because of the current supply- 
demand ratio: 

• • • * • 

[F.R. Doc. 66-12810; Filed, Nov. 25. 1966; 

8:48 a.m.J 
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FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[ 14 CFR Part 39 1 

(Docket No. 77611 

AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Certain Models of Marvel-Schebler 
Carburetors 

Amendment 39-189 <31 F.R. 1267). AD 
66-5-4 requires Inspection, parts replace¬ 
ment, installation of the positive retrac¬ 
tion float valve assembly, and safetying 
of the bowl screws on certain Marvel- 
Schebler carburetors. Subsequent to the 
issuance of AD 66-5-4, the Agency de¬ 
termined that there were certain addi¬ 
tional carburetors that should have been 
included in the AD, and that there were 
a number of carburetors included in the 
AD that were actually in compliance. 
Therefore, the Agency is considering 
amending amendment 39-189 (31 F.R. 
1267), AD 66-5-4 to correct the appli¬ 
cability provision. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 
docket number and be submitted in du¬ 
plicate to the Federal Aviation Agency, 
Office of the General Counsel, Attention: 
Rules Docket, 800 Independence Avenue 
SW.. Washington, D.C. 20553. All com¬ 
munications received on or before De¬ 
cember 27, 1966, will be considered by 
the Administrator before taking action 
upon the proposed rule. The proposals 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. All 
comments will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. 

This amendment is proposed under 
the authority of sections 313(a), 601, and 
603 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 UB.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it 
is proposed to amend § 39.13 of Part 39 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations, 
amendment 39-189 (31 F.R. 1267), AD 
66-5-4, by revising the applicability 
paragraph to read as follows: 

Marvel -Schebler . Applies to Models MA-3, 
MA-3A, MA3-PA (Marvel-Schebler Part 
No. 10-2948 only), MA-3SPA. MA4PA, 
MA-4-5. MA4-6AA and MA-6 carburet¬ 
ors used on various Franklin (Air¬ 
cooled) , Continental, Lycoming, and 
Ranger Engines, except carburetors 
•which (1) have Marvel-Schebler basic 
part numbers higher than 10-4495 or 
(2) have the number ,, 64 M stamped on 
the nameplate or (3) are listed herein. 

Marvel-Schebler P/N Serial No. 

10-3103-1 and higher (-) Y-7-2216 and 

Nos. up. 

10-3346-1 and higher (-) B-7-206 and up. 

Nos. 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

Marvel-Schebler P/N Serial No. 

10-3565-1 and higher (-) C-7-229 and up. 

Nos. 


10-3678-32 and higher (-) 

A-5-5207 

and 

Nos. 

up. 


10-3859-1 and higher (-) 

W-5-285 and up. 

Nos. 



10-3878 and all (-) Nos_— 

G-6-1922 

and 


up. 


10-3965-12 and higher (-) 

H-ll-4119 

and 

Nos. 

up. 


10-4025-12 and higher (-) 

Z-2-1385 

and 

Nos. 

up. 


10-4057-1 and higher (-) 

AI-2-108 and up. 

Nos. 



10-4115-1 and higher (-) 

AV-2-1165 

and 

Nos. 

up. 


10-4164-1 and higher (-) 

K-3-1697 

and 

Nos. 

up. 


10-4171 and all (-) Nos — 

L-4-692 and up. 

10-4218-1 and higher (-) 

AK-2—368 

and 

Nos. 

up. 


10-4233 and all (-) Nos___ 

F-6-304 and up. 

10-4240 and all (-) Nos_ 

AU-2-143 

and 


up. 


10-4252 and all (-) Nos„_ 

Q-6—1227 

and 


up. 


10-4401-1 and higher (-) 

AC-3-1400 

and 

Nos. 

up. 


10—4404 and all (-) Nos... 

R-6-3320 

and 


up. 


10-4404-1 and higher (-) 

AO-3-996 

and 

Nos. 

up. 


10-4438-1 and higher (-) 

AH—4—768 

and 

Nos. 

up. 


10-4439 and all (-) Nos— 

S-5-5847 

and 


up. 


10-4495 and all (-) Nos™ 

AE—6-245 

and 


up. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on No¬ 
vember 21, 1966. 

C. W. Walker. 

Director, Flight Standards Service. 

|FR. Doc. 66-12738: Filed, Nov. 25, 1966; 
8:45 am. ] 


[ 14 CFR Pari 121 ] 

| Docket No. 7765: Notice No. 66-41) 

DURATION OF SUPPLEMENTAL AIR 
CARRIER OPERATING CERTIFICATES 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering amending § 121.53 to delete the 
annual renewal requirement for supple¬ 
mental air carrier operating certificates. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the no¬ 
tice or docket number and be submitted 
in duplicate to the Federal Aviation 
Agency, Office of the General Counsel, 
Attention: Rules Docket, 800 Independ¬ 
ence Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 
20553. All communications received on 
or before January 25,1967, will be consid¬ 
ered by the Administrator before taking 
action on the proposed rule. The propos¬ 
als contained in this notice may be 
changed in light of the comments re¬ 
ceived. All comments submitted will be 


available, both before and after the clos¬ 
ing date for comments in the Rules Doc¬ 
ket for examination by interested 
persons. 

The annual renewal requirement for 
supplemental air carrier operating cer¬ 
tificates was adopted in 1950 (Amend¬ 
ment 42-5, 15 F.R. 4263). In adopting 
that requirement the Civil Aeronautics 
Board stated “This provision is designed 
to provide a specific recurrent period for 
proving qualification for an operating 
certificate. Such a provision is deemed 
necessary, in view of the fact that ex¬ 
perience has shown that operators who 
satisfactorily show their ability to per¬ 
form air carrier operations safely at the 
time of original issuance of an operat¬ 
ing certificate often fail to maintain the 
necessary facilities and personnel there¬ 
after.’* 

During the past several years, as a 
result of many factors, including regula¬ 
tory action and increased surveillance, 
the overall level of safety of supplemental 
air carriers has increased substantially. 
At the present time supplemental air car¬ 
riers are, with minor exceptions, required 
to comply with the same operating rules 
that apply to the scheduled air carriers. 
The differences that remain reflect in¬ 
herent differences in the types of opera¬ 
tions and not differences in the level of 
safety sought. Furthermore, the Agency 
now believes that its inspection system is 
such that it would be apprised of any fail¬ 
ure of a supplemental air carrier to main¬ 
tain the required level of safety, regard¬ 
less of whether the certificate expires 
annually or is of indefinite duration. 

In addition, the Civil Aeronautics 
Board recently recognized the improved 
status of certain supplemental air car¬ 
riers by granting them certificates of 
public convenience and necessity for an 
indefinite period (Order dated Mar. 11, 
1966, Docket 13795). Prior to this order 
all supplemental air carriers operated 
under temporary certificates issued by 
the CAB. 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend § 121.53 to provide 
that “a supplemental air carrier oper¬ 
ating certificate is effective until termi¬ 
nation of the certificate of public con¬ 
venience and necessity or other economic 
authority issued to the carrier by the 
Civil Aeronautics Board or until the cer¬ 
tificate is surrendered or the Administra¬ 
tor suspends, revokes, or otherwise termi¬ 
nates it.*’ 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sections 313(a), 601, 604, 
and 609 of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1424, and 
1429). 

Issued In Washington, D.C., on Novem¬ 
ber 21, 1966. 

C. W. Walker, 

Director, Flight Standards Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 66-12739; Filed, Nov. 25, 1966; 

8:45 ajn.J 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Fiscal Service 

l Dept. Clrc. 570. 1966 Rev., Supp. No. 10] 

CHARTER OAK FIRE INSURANCE CO. 

Surety Company Acceptable on 
Federal Bonds 

A certificate of authority as an accept¬ 
able surety on Federal bonds has been 
issued by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to the following company under the Act 
of Congress approved July 30, 1947 (6 
U.S.C. 6-13). An underwriting limita¬ 
tion of $1,538,000 has been established 
for the company. 

Name of company, location of principal 
executive office, and State in which 
incorporated 

The Charter Oak Fire Insurance Co. 
Hartford, Conn. 

Connecticut 

Certificates of authority expire on May 
31 each year, unless sooner revoked, and 
new certificates are issued on June 1 so 
long as the companies remain qualified 
<31 CFR Part 223>. A list of qualified 
companies is published annually as of 
June 1 in Department Circular 570, with 
details as to underwriting limitations, 
areas in which licensed to transact fidel¬ 
ity and surety business and other infor¬ 
mation. Copies of the circular, when 
issued, may be obtained from the Treas¬ 
ury Department, Bureau of Accounts, 
Surety Bonds Branch, Washington, D.C. 
20226. 

Dated: November 21,1966. 

I seal ] John K. Carlock, 

Fiscal Assistant Secretary . 

|FR. Doc. 66-12758; Filed, Nov. 25. 1966; 
8:47 a.m.| 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Office of Alien Property 
HENRY P. LEONHARDY 

Notice of Intention To Return 
Vested Property 

Pursuant to section 32(f) of the Trad¬ 
ing with the Enemy Act, as amended, 
notice is hereby given of intention to re¬ 
turn, on or after 30 days from the date of 
Publication hereof, the following prop- 
er ty subject to any increase or de¬ 
crease resulting from the administration 
thereof prior to return, and after ade¬ 
quate provision for taxes and conserva¬ 
tory expenses: 

Claimant, Claim Number. Property, and 
Location 

Henry P. Leonhardy. Kleinfeldstr. 43. Gar- 

sch-Partcnklrchen, Germany; Claim No. 


Notices 


67065; Vesting Order Nos. 5421, 6685, 8200, 
and 8582; $91,243.85 in the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Executed at Washington, D.C., on 
November 22, 1966. 

For the Attorney General. 

Barefoot Sanders. 
Assistant Attorney General, 
Civil Division , Director, Office 
of Alien Property. 

| F.R. Doc. 66-12774: Filed. Nov. 25. 1966; 
8:48 a.m.| 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

(Washington 033591 

WASHINGTON 

Notice of Termination of Proposed 
Withdrawal and Reservation of 
Lands 

November 18, 1966. 

Notice of a Department of Agriculture 
application. Washington 03359, for with¬ 
drawal and reservation of lands for road¬ 
side zones in the Snoqualmie National 
Forest, was published as F.R. Doc. No. 
62-11165. on page 10915 of the issue for 
November 8.1962. The applicant agency 
has canceled its application to the extent 
of reducing the width of the roadside 
zones from 330 feet to 200 feet on each 
side of the centerline of each of certain 
roads described below: 

Willamette Meridian 

BUMPING LAKE ROAD ZONE 

T. 16 N.. R. 12 E., unsurveyed. 

In sections 12. 13. 23. and 24. 

T. 16 N.. R. 13 E.. unsurveycd. 

In sections 5. 6, and 7. 

T. 17N..R. 13 E.. 

In sections 12, 13. 14. 22, 23, 27. 32. 33, and 
34. 

Total area is approximately 1,000 
acres. 

Willamette Meridian 

MIDDLE FORK SNOQUALMIE-TAYLOR RIVER ROAD 

ZONES 


T. 23 N.. R. 11 E.. 

In sections 6, 7. 8. 9. 15, and 16. 

T. 24 N., R. 10 E.. 

In sections 2. 10. 15. 21. 22. 23, 25. 26. and 
29. 

T. 24 N.. R. 11 E.. 

In sections 7 and 31. 

Total area is approximately 1,200 acres. 

WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN 

WHITE PASS HIGHWAY—SR NO. 5 ZONK (TIETON 
RIVER VALLEY) 

T. 14 N.. R. 14 E.. unsurveyed. 

In sections 25. 26, 27, 28, 29. 30. 31. and 32. 
T. 14N . R. 15 E.. 

In sections 12, 14, 22, 24, 28. and 30. 

Total area is approximately 800 acres. 


The total combined area is approxi¬ 
mately 3.000 acres. 

The applicant agency has canceled its 
application for a roadside zone insofar as 
it affects the following described land: 
Willamette Meridian 

WHITE PASS HIGHWAY—SR NO. 5 ZONE < TIETON 
RIVER VALLEY) 

T. 14 N.. R. 15 E.. 

Sec. 12. NEft. 

Therefore, pursuant to the regulations 
contained in 43 CFR Part 2311, such 
lands, at December 23. 1966, will be re¬ 
lieved of the segregative effect of the 
above-mentioned application. 

Erling A. Olson, 

Chief. Lands Adjudication Section. 

| F.R. Doc. 66-12750; Filed. Nov. 25, 1966; 
8:46 a.m.J 


(Washington 033601 

WASHINGTON 

Notice of Termination of Proposed 
Withdrawal and Reservation of 
Lands 

November 18,1966. 

Notice of a Department of Agriculture 
application, Washington 03360, for with¬ 
drawal and reservation of lands for road¬ 
side zones in the Wenatchee National 
Forest, was published as F.R. Doc. No. 
62-11166, on page 10915 of the issue for 
November 8, 1962. The applicant agency 
has canceled its application to the ex¬ 
tent of reducing the width of the road¬ 
side zones from 330 feet to 200 feet on 
each side of the centerline of each of 
certain roads described below: 

Willamette Meridian 

WENATCHEE NATIONAL FOREST 

Sunset Highway Route No. U.S. 97 Roadside 
Zone 

T. 21 N.. R. 17 E.. 

In sections 1, 10. and 11. 

T. 21 N.. R. 18 E.. 

In sections 3. 4. 5. 6. 7, 8. and 9. 

T. 22 N., R. 18 E., 

In sections 17. 18, 20. 21. 27.28. and 34. 
Total area is approximately 700 acres. 
Entiat River Roadside Zone 

T. 27 N.. R. 19 E.. 

In sections 2. 3. 11. and 14. 

T. 28 N.. R. 18 E., 

In sections 1. 2. 12. and 13. 

T. 28 N.. R.19E., 

In sections 19. 20. 28. 29. 33, and 34. 

T. 29 N..R. 18 E.. 

In sections 7. 8. 16. 17. 21. 22. 26. 27, 35. 
and 36. 

Total area is approximately 1,600 acres. 
The total combined area is approxi¬ 
mately 2,300 acres. 

The applicant agency has canceled its 
application for a roadside zone insofar 
as it affects the following described 
lands: 
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Willamette Mebidian 

Sunset Highway Route No. V.S. 97 Roadside 
Zone 

X 21 N R 17 E 

Sec. U,NE»/ 4 NE%.N&SEttNE%; 

Sec. 12. N&NWft, 6W&NWV4, and 
SE^NW%. 

Therefore, pursuant to the regulations 
contained in 43 CFR Part 2311, such 
lands, at December 23, 1966, will be re¬ 
lieved of the segregative effect of the 
above-mentioned application. 

Erling A. Olson, 

Chief, Lands Adjudication Section. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-12751; Filed, Nov. 25, 1966; 
8:46 ajn.J 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Consumer and Marketing Service 
FRESH PEARS 

Notice of Purchase Program HMP 96a 

In order to encourage the domestic 
consumption of pears by diverting them 
from the normal channels of trade and 
commerce in accordance with section 32, 
Public Law 320, 74th Congress, approved 
August 24, 1935, as amended, the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture will purchase 
fresh winter pears of the D’Anjou variety. 
The pears must have been grown in the 
Pacific Coast States and will be pur¬ 
chased from growers, associations of 
growers, or growers’ agents on an offer 
and acceptance basis. The Consumer 
and Marketing Service will distribute the 
pears for use in school lunch programs. 
Details and specifications of the invita¬ 
tion to offer fresh pears are contained in 
Announcement FV-405 issued by the De¬ 
partment on November 15, 1966. Quan¬ 
tities purchased will depend on market¬ 
ing conditions at the time of purchase, 
and availability of outlets for use of the 
pears without waste. Information con¬ 
cerning this purchase program may be 
obtained from the Fruit and Vegetable 
Division, Consumer and Marketing Serv¬ 
ice, Department of Agriculture, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20250. 

(Sec. 32. 49 Stat. 774. as amended, 7 U.S.C. 
612c) 

Dated: November 22, 1966. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director. 

Fruit and Vegetable Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-12773; Piled. Nov. 25, 1966; 

8:48 a.m.| 


Office of the Secretary 
MISSISSIPPI 

Designation of Areas for Emergency 
Loans 

For the purpose of making emer¬ 
gency loans pursuant to section 321 of 
the Consolidated Farmers Home Admin¬ 
istration Act of 1961 <7 U.S.C. 1961), it 
has been determined that in the herein¬ 
after-named counties in the State of 
Mississippi natural disasters have caused 


a need for agricultural credit not readily 
available from commercial banks, co¬ 
operative lending agencies, or other 
responsible sources. 

Mississippi 

Lafayette. Marshall. 

Pursuant to the authority set forth 
above, emergency loans will not be made 
in the above-named counties after June 
30, 1967, except to applicants who pre¬ 
viously received emergency or special 
livestock loan assistance and who can 
qualify under established policies and 
procedures. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 21st 
day of November 1966. 

Orville L. Freeman, 
Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 66-12755; Filed, Nov. 25. 1966; 

8:46 a.m.J 


TEXAS, COLORADO, AND NEBRASKA 

Designation and Extension of Areas 
for Emergency Loans 

For the purpose of making emergency 
loans pursuant to section 321 of the Con¬ 
solidated Fanners Home Administration 
Act of 1961 (7 U.S.C. 1961), it has been 
determined that in the hereinafter- 
named counties in the State of Texas 
natural disasters have caused a need for 
agricultural credit not readily available 
from commercial banks, cooperative 
lending agencies, or other responsible 
sources. 

Texas 

Lamb. Mitchell. 

Lee. Wilson. 

It has also been determined that fn the 
hereinafter-named counties in the States 
of Colorado and Nebraska natural dis¬ 
asters have caused a continuing need for 
agricultural credit not readily available 
from commercial banks, cooperative 
lending agencies, or other responsible 
sources. 


Colorado 

Original 

Present 


designation 

extension 

Brtcn... 

29 F.R. 7784_ 

3ft F.R. 8282 

Crowley.. 

20 F.R. 9544.. 

30 F U. 8282 

Otero__._ 

29 F.R. 9544_ 

30 F.R. 8282 

Phillips __ 

29 F.R. 12852. 

30 F.R. H405 

Washington.. 

29 F.R. 15876.... 

30 F.R. 8282 

Yuma.... 

29 F.R. 12852. 

30 F.R. 8495 





Nebraska 

Original 
•lcsiguat ion 

First 

extension 

Present 

extension 

Dawes.. 

29 F.R. 11934 

30 F.R. 7C10. 

31 F.R. 5042- 
5643 

Sioux_ 

29 F.R. 11934 

30 F.R. 7010 

31 F.R. 5042- 
6G43 


Pursuant to the authority set forth 
above, emergency loans will not be made 
in the above-named counties after June 
30, 1967, except to applicants who pre¬ 
viously received emergency or special 
livestock loan assistance and who can 
qualify under established policies and 
procedures. 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 21st 
day of November 1966. 

Orville L. Freeman, 
Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 66-12756: Filed, Nov. 25, 1966; 
8:46 a.m.J 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Maritime Administration 

AMERICAN EXPORT ISBRANDTSEN 
LINES, INC. 

Notice of Application 

Notice is hereby given that American 
Export Isbrandtsen Lines, Inc. has ap¬ 
plied for increased sailings on its Line D, 
Trade Route No. 12 (U.S. Atlantic/Far 
East) freight service from a minimum of 
24 to a minimum of 45. and from a max¬ 
imum of 30 to a maximum of 55 per 
annum. 

Any person, firm, or corporation hav¬ 
ing any interest in such application and 
desiring a hearing on issues pertinent to 
section 605(c) of the Merchant Marine 
Act. 1936, as amended, 46 UJS.C. 1175, 
should by the close of business on De¬ 
cember 7, 1966, notify the Secretary, 
Maritime Subsidy Board in writing, in 
triplicate, and file petition for leave to 
intervene in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure of the Mari¬ 
time Subsidy Board. 

In the event a hearing is ordered to be 
held on* the application under section 
605(c), the purpose thereof will be to re¬ 
ceive evidence relevant to (1) whether 
the application is one with respect to a 
vessel to be operated on a service, route 
or line served by citizens of the United 
States which would be in addition to the 
existing service, or services, and if so, 
whether the service already provided by 
vessels of U.S. registry in such service, 
route, or line is inadequate, and (2) 
whether in the accomplishment of the 
purpose and policy of the Act addit ional 
vessels should be operated thereon. 

If no request for hearing and petition 
for leave to intervene is received within 
the specified time, or if the Maritime 
Subsidy Board determines that petitions 
to intervene filed within the specified 
time do not demonstrate sufficient inter¬ 
est to warrant a hearing, the Maritime 
Subsidy Board will take such action as 
may be deemed appropriate. 

Dated: November 21, 1966. 

By order of the Maritime Subsidy 
Board. 

James S. Dawson. Jr. 

_ Secretary. 

[FH. Doc. 66-12793; Filed. Nov. 25. 1966 ; 

8:48 a m.| 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

|Docket No. 17907; Order No. E-24425] 

UNITED AIR LINES, INC. 

Order Granting Exemption 

Adopted by me Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington. D C., 
on the 21st day of November 1966. 
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On November 4, 1966, United Air Lines, 
Inc. (United) filed an application 
whereby it requests exemption pursuant 
to section 416(b) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 to enable it to transport with¬ 
out charge a total of 25 travel agents 
from Milwaukee, Wis., and Chicago, Ill., 
to Denver, Colo, and return. The trans¬ 
portation is scheduled to commence on 
December 7 and to be completed on De¬ 
cember 10. 1966. The purpose of the 
transportation is to familiarize the travel 
agents with the accommodations, recre- 
tional facilities, and tourist attractions 
in connection with the various ski resorts 
in the Denver area. 

In 1963 the Board adopted a policy of 
permitting the carriers to provide free or 
reduced-fare interstate air transporta¬ 
tion for the purpose of conducting group 
familiarization tours to acquaint travel 
agents with the accommodations, recre¬ 
ational facilities, and tourist attractions 
in specific geographical areas. 1 Prior to 
that time the carriers had been permitted 
to grant individually ticketed reduced- 
fare transportation to travel agents in 
overseas and foreign air transportation, 
but not in interstate air transportation. 
The Board’s domestic group orientation 
tour policy was therefore adopted largely 
as a measure to compensate for the lack 
of travel agent individual reduced-fare 
privileges and to aid in the promotion 
of the Discover America program. 

The Board has recently approved an 
Air Traffic Conference (ATC) agreement 
which permits the carriers to grant re¬ 
duced fares to travel agents for individ¬ 
ual travel in interstate air transportation 
basically similar to the reduced-fare 
privileges made available to travel agents 
in overseas and foreign air transporta¬ 
tion. 2 Subsequent to our approval of 
that agreement, the Board considered 
whether to continue or terminate its do¬ 
mestic travel agent group orientation 
policy. It was concluded to continue 
granting exemptions for the group orien¬ 
tation tours while the ATC program is 
being implemented to determine whether 
there is a continuing need for the group 
tours. The Board will reappraise its 
domestic program early in 1967 and may 
solicit the views of carriers and other 
interested persons at that time. 

Turning now to the instant applica¬ 
tion. United sets forth the activities in 
which the travel agents it intends to 
transport will participate. The scheduled 
program extends over a period of 4 days 
and includes sightseeing tours covering 
specific points of interest, inspection of 
facilities available and briefings con¬ 
cerning the areas by airline and ski re¬ 
sort representatives. The program is 
distinguishable from a mere pleasure 
trip and meets the criteria for a domestic 
familiarization program of this type. 

Under the circumstances here pre¬ 
sented it has been determined to grant 
the exemption requested by United. The 
carrier will be required to file with the 
Board’s Docket Section two copies of a 


• See Orders E-20120. Oct. 24. 1963. E-20224. 
3, 1063. 

■ Order E-24182, Sept. 14, 1966. 


list of names of persons receiving the 
transportation exempted by this order 
together with the names and addresses 
of the travel agencies such persons rep¬ 
resent, and the routing over which they 
traveled, within 30 days after the travel 
exempted by this order has been com¬ 
pleted. Subject to these requirements, 
it is found that enforcement of section 
403 of the Act and Part 221 of the Eco¬ 
nomic Regulations would be an undue 
burden on the air carrier because of the 
limited extent of and unusual circum¬ 
stances affecting its operations in this 
instance and would not be in the public 
interest. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, and 
particularly section 416(b) thereof, 

It is ordered , That: 

1. United Air Lines, Inc., is exempted 
from the provisions of section 403 of 
the Federal Aviation Act of 1958, and 
Part 221 of the Board’s Economic Regu¬ 
lations, subject to the requirements and 
under the circumstances stated above, 
insofar as the enforcement of section 403 
and Part 221 would prevent United Air 
Lines, Inc., from engaging in the trans¬ 
portation stated in its application in 
Docket 17907. 

2. Tills order shall be served upon 
United Air Lines, Inc., and upon all 
other air carriers certificated to engage 
in interstate air transportation of 
persons. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

TsealI Harold R. Sanderson, 

Secretary . 

(F.R. Doc. 66-12768: Filed. Nov. 25. 1966; 

8:48 a.m.J 

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN 
COMMISSION 

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 
Notice of Public Hearing 

Notice is hereby given that the Dela¬ 
ware River Basin Commission will hold 
a public hearing on November 28, 1966. 
The hearing will take place in Room 
1306 of the Pennsylvania State Office 
Building, Broad and Spring Garden 
Streets. Philadelphia, beginning at 2 p.m. 
The hearing will be on proposals to 
amend the Comprehensive Plan so as to 
include therein the following projects: 

1. Musconetcong Sewerage Authority. 
A sanitary sewer system, interceptor 
sewer, and sewage treatment plant to 
provide service in the boroughs of Stan¬ 
hope and Netcong and a portion of Rox- 
bury Township in Sussex County, N.J. 
The system would have a capacity of 0.5 
million gallons per day and would dis¬ 
charge to the Musconetcong River after 
secondary treatment. 

2. Township of Hamilton. Expansion 
in capacity of the digester facilities at 
the township's sewage treatment plant 
in Mercer County, N.J. The proposed 


expansion would provide for a 1978 popu¬ 
lation of approximately 100,000 people. 

3. Avondale Borough Sewer Authority. 
A sewage collection system and treat¬ 
ment plant to serve the borough of 
Avondale and a portion of Garden 
Township, Chester County, Pa. The 
plant would have a capacity of 300,000 
gallons per day. Effluent would dis¬ 
charge to Indian Run, a tributary of the 
East Branch of White Clay Creek, after 
secondary treatment. 

4. West Bangor Water Co. Four new 
wells to provide supplemental water sup¬ 
ply in the company’s service area in the 
village of West Bangor, and portions of 
several adjacent townships, Northamp¬ 
ton County, Pa. Designated as Wells 
Nos. 3, 4, 5, and 6, the new facilities are 
expected to yield a total of 180 gallons 
per minute. 

5. Philadelphia Suburban Water Co. 
A new well to provide supplemental water 
supply in the company’s service area in 
Upper Merion Township, Delaware 
County, Pa. Designated as the “Babb" 
well, the new facility is expected to yield 
1,000 gallons per minute. 

6. Valley Water Co. A new well to be 
developed by the company to serve the 
Paul Valley Industrial Park and apart¬ 
ments, and to serve as an additional 
supply for the Warminster Township 
Municipal Authority, Bucks County, Pa. 
Designated as Well No. 2, the new facility 
is expected to yield 225 gallons per 
minute. 

7. Lehighton Water Authority. Two 
new wells to be developed as supplemen¬ 
tal water supply in the Boroughs of 
Lehighton and Weissport, and portions 
of Franklin and Mahoning Townships, 
Carbon County. Pa. Designated as Wells 
Nos. 2 and 3, the new facilities are ex¬ 
pected to yield 118 and 95 gallons per 
minute respectively. 

8. North Penn Water Authority. Two 
new wells to be developed as supplemen¬ 
tal water supply in the Authority’s serv¬ 
ice area in Montgomery County, Pa. 
Designated as N.P. No. 5 and N.P. No. 8, 
the new facilities are expected to yield 
448 and 125 gallons per minute respec¬ 
tively. 

9. Pennsylvania Department of For¬ 
ests and Waters. Unit 1 of the Depart¬ 
ment’s flood control program for Norris¬ 
town, Montgomery County. A rolled 
earth dam with appurtenant spillway 
and control structures will be built in the 
Borough of Norristown on Saw Mill Run. 
To be constructed for single-purpose 
flood control, the dam will be 44 feet 
high and 1,200 feet long. 

10. Pennsylvania Game Commission. 
A waterfowl habitat project in Pike 
County, Pa. The Commission will con¬ 
struct a 16-foot high monolithic type 
dam on Shohola Creek. The dam will 
be located upstream from the point 
where Route 6 crosses Shohola Creek. 
It will create a shallow reservoir pool 
of approximately 1,135 surface acres. 

Documents relating to the above proj¬ 
ects may be examined at the Commis¬ 
sion’s offices. All persons wishing to 
testify are requested to register in ad- 
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vance with the Secretary to the Commis¬ 
sion; Telephone 609-883-9500. 

W. Brinton Whitall, 

Secretary. 

November 17,1966. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-12757; Piled, Nov. 25, 1966; 

8:47 a.m.] 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

UNITED STATES LINES CO. AND 
SEATRAIN LINES, INC. 

Notice of Agreement Filed for 

Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, 
as amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763; 
46 U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 609; or may inspect agreements at 
the office of the District Managers, New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La„ and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with ref¬ 
erence to an agreement including a re¬ 
quest for hearing, if desired, may be 
submitted to the Secretary, Federal Mar¬ 
itime Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20573, within 20 days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register. 
A copy of any such statement should also 
be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) and 
the comments should indicate that this 
lias been done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: 

Mr. Harvey M. Flitter, Assistant Traffic Man¬ 
ager, Seatrain Lines, Inc., 595 River Road, 

Edgewater, N.J. 07020. 

Agreement 9596, between United States 
Lines Co. and Seatrain Lines, Inc., pro¬ 
vides for the establishment of a through 
billing arrangement for the movement of 
general cargo from ports in England. 
Northern Ireland, the Republic of Ireland 
and the Vigo/Hamburg range of Conti¬ 
nental Europe to ports in Puerto Rico 
with transshipment at New York, N.Y., 
all in accordance with the terms set forth 
in the agreement. 

Dated: November 22,1966. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F R. Doc. 66-12760; Piled. Nov. 25, 1966; 

8:47 a m. | 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Project No. 2613] 

CENTRAL MAINE POWER CO., ET AL. 

Notice of Application for License for 
Constructed Project 

November 18,1966. 

Central Maine Power Co., Scott Paper 
Co., Milstar Manufacturing Co., Kenne¬ 


bec River Pulp & Paper Co., Inc., and 
Bates Manufacturing Co., Inc.; Project 
No. 2613. 

Public notice is hereby given that ap¬ 
plication for license has been filed under 
the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 791a- 
825r) by the above-named companies 
«correspondence to: W. H. Kimball. Vice 
President, Central Maine Power Co., 9 
Green Street. Augusta. Maine 04330) 
for constructed Project No. 2613, known 
as the Moxie Storage Project, located on 
Moxie Stream, a tributary of the Kenne¬ 
bec River, near the town of Stratton, in 
Somerset County. Maine. 

The existing Moxie Storage Project 
consists of: (1) A 1,727-foot long dam 
consisting of the following sections: (a) 
A 140-foot long earth dike with con¬ 
crete core wall; (b) the main concrete 
dam. 19 feet high and 238 feet long; (c) 
a gate section 36.5 feet long with three 
wooden gates; (d) an overflow section 
171.5 feet long; and (e) three low saddle 
dikes totaling 452 feet in length; and (2) 
a reservoir of 2.370 acres with maximum 
drawdown of 7.5 feet (normal elevation 
of 970.3 feet) and extending 7.6 miles 
upstream. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure of the Commission (18 CFR 1.8 
or 1.10). The last day upon which pro¬ 
tests or petitions may be filed is January 
18, 1967. The application is on file with 
the Commission for public inspection. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

[PH. Doc. 66-12740; Piled, Nov. 25, 1966; 

8:45 ajn.J 


[Project No. 2615] 

CENTRAL MAINE POWER CO. ET AL. 

Notice of Application for License for 
Constructed Project 

November 18,1966. 

Central Maine Power Co., Scott Paper 
Co., Milstar Manufacturing Corp., and 
Kennebec River Pulp & Paper Co., Inc.; 
Project No. 2615. 

Public notice is hereby given that ap¬ 
plication for license has been filed under 
the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 791a- 
825r) by the above-named companies 
tcorrespondence to: W. H. Kimball, Vice 
President and Comptroller, Central 
Maine Power Co., 9 Green Street, Au¬ 
gusta, Maine 04330) for constructed 
Project No. 2615. known as the Brassua 
Storage Project, located on Moose River, 
a tributary of the Kennebec River, in 
Somerset County, Maine. 

The existing Brassua Storage Project 
consists of: (1) A 1,789-foot long dam 
comprised of: (a) An earth dike section 
410 feet long with 100 feet of concrete 
core wall, lb) a concrete-faced earth 
dike section 340 feet long, <c) the main 
concrete Amberson dam 284 feet long 
having a height of 52 feet above stream 
bed, (d) a fishway and (e) a 734-foot 
long earth dike section with a concrete 
core wall; and (2) a reservoir of 9,700 
acres with normal elevation of 1,074 feet 


(U S G.S. datum) and a minimum draw¬ 
down of 31 feet, extending 7.75 miles 
upstream. 

Protests or petitions to Intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure of the Commission (18 CFR 1.8 
or 1.10). The last day upon which pro¬ 
tests or petitions may be filed is January 
18, 1967. The application is on file with 
the Commission for public inspection. 

Gordon M. Grant. 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-12741; Piled, Nov. 25, 1966; 

8:45 ajn.J 


[Docket No. CPG7-141] 

EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO. 

Notice of Application 

November 18,1966. 

Take notice that on November 14,1966, 
El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Applicant), 
Post Office Box 1492, El Paso, Tex. 79999, 
filed in Docket No. CP67-141 an applica¬ 
tion pursuant to section 7(c) of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
Applicant to deliver, on an exchange 
basis, natural gas to Cascade Natural Gas 
Corp. (Cascade) and to construct and 
operate certain facilities necessary to 
Implement the^ proposed exchange, all as 
more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission and 
open to public inspection. 

The application states that Applicant 
and Cascade have executed a gas ex¬ 
change agreement providing for the de¬ 
livery of gas by Cascade to Applicant at a 
point on Applicant's Piceance Creek lat¬ 
eral in Rio Blanco County, Colo, (delivery 
point), in exchange for the delivery of 
like quantities of gas by Applicant to 
Cascade at the discharge side of Appli¬ 
cant’s Compressor Station No. 24 (rede¬ 
livery point), also in Rio Blanco, Colo. 

To implement the proposed exchange 
Applicant proposes to construct at the 
delivery point and operate a pipeline tap 
and to construct at the redelivery point 
and operate a measuring and regulating 
station. 

The total estimated cost of the pro¬ 
posed facilities is $15,000, which cost will 
be financed through use of working 
funds. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(157.10) on or before December 16, 1966. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules of Practice and Proce¬ 
dure, a hearing will be held without fur¬ 
ther notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re¬ 
quired herein, If the Commission on its 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 31, NO. 229—SATURDAY, NOVEMBER 26, 1966 







NOTICES 


11961 


own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 
Is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

[PJR Doc. 66-12742; Piled. Nov. 25. 1966; 

6:45 a.m.) 


[Docket No. CP65-1651 

FLORIDA GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

Notice of Extension of Time 

November 18.1966. 

Upon consideration of the motion for 
extension of time filed November 16,1966, 
by Florida Gas Transmission Co. in the 
above-designated matter; 

Notice is hereby given that the time is 
extended to and including February 8, 
1967, within which Florida Gas Trans¬ 
mission Co. shall complete construction 
and place in actual operation the facili¬ 
ties authorized by the Commission's order 
issued June 8. 1965. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary . 

[Pit. Doc. 66-12743; Filed. Nov. 25. 1966; 

8:45 aon.) 


[Docket No. CI63-14341 

GULF OIL CORP. 

Notice of Application 

November 17,1966. 

Take notice that on May 24, 1963, The 
Britlsh-American Oil Producing Co. 
(British-American) filed in Docket No. 
CI63-1434 an application pursuant to 
section 7 (c) of the Natural Gas Act for 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the sale for resale 
and delivery of natural gas in inter¬ 
state commerce to United Gas Pipe Line 
Co. (United) from the Garden City 
Field, St. Mary Parish, La., at a total 
initial rate of 20.625 cents per Mcf 
at 15.025 p.s.i.a„ all as more fully set 
iorth in the application which is on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
Inspection. On September 19,1966, Gulf 
Corp. (Gulf), Post Office Box 1589, 
Tulsa, Okla. 74102. filed an application in 
tne subject docket to be substituted as 
applicant in lieu of British-American and 
lor authorization to continue, as of July 
tJi 966, the sales °* natural gas author¬ 
ized to be made by British-American pur¬ 
suant to a temporary certificate issued in 
said docket. 

By motion filed June 30, 1966, British- 
American directs the Commission’s at- 
ention to th e provision in the contract 1 

file the Commission as British- 
^l“e n Na l 59 PrCXlUCl118 °°' ^ GaS ***** 


with United w f hich specifies that the rate 
is subject to adjustment to conform to 
the rate finally fixed for a similar sale by 
Humble Oil & Refining Co. (Humble) in 
Docket No. G-17349. By order issued Au¬ 
gust 7,1963, in Docket No. G-13221, et al.. 
accepting a settlement proposal sub¬ 
mitted by Humble, the Commission is¬ 
sued a certificate in Docket No. G-17349 
at a 20.625-cent rate. By relating its 
proposed rate with Humble’s rate 
British-American’s proposal is similar to 
those offers of settlement accepted by the 
Commission as a result of which various 
certificate proceedings were severed from 
the proceeding in Union Texas Petro¬ 
leum, et al.. Docket No. G-13221. et al. 
In addition to the aforementioned rate 
provision, the contract between British- 
American and United requires United to 
take gas only on a ratable basis with no 
take-or-pay obligation; United has the 
right to purchase all natural gas pro¬ 
duced; there are no specific swing limi¬ 
tations; and deliveries are to be made up 
to the working pressure of United's line. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion. Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act 
(157.10) on or before December 9, 1966. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission's rules of practice and procedure, 
a healing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no protest or petition to 
intervene is filed within the time re¬ 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to inter¬ 
vene is timely filed, or if the Commission 
on its owti motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of such 
hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary . 

[PR. Doc. 66-12744; Filed. Nov. 25. 1966; 

8:45 &jn.[ 


[Project No. 2622] 

HAMMERMILL PAPER CO. 

Notice of Application for License for 
Constructed Project 

November 18. 1966. 

Public notice is hereby given that ap¬ 
plication for license has been filed under 
the Federal Power Act (16 UJS.C. 791a- 
825r) by Hammermill Paper Co. (cor¬ 
respondence to; R. J. Kilgore, Esquire, 
Hammermill Paper Co.. Erie, Pa. 16512) 
for constructed Project No. 2622 located 
on the Connecticut River at Turners 
Falls, in Hampden County, Mass. 


The existing project consists of a gate 
structure on Western Massachusetts 
Electric Co.’s power canal, a 8.5 foot in 
diameter penstock 50 feet long, an indoor 
powerhouse containing one 1,110 horse¬ 
power turbine and one 937 kilowatt gen¬ 
erator and appurtenant facilities. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure of the Commission (18 CFR 1.8 
or 1.10). The last day upon which pro¬ 
tests or petitions may be filed is January 
4, 1967. The application is on file with 
the Commission for public inspection. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-12745; Filed, Nov. 25. 1966; 

8:45 &.m.] 


[Docket No. CP67-138] 

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 

Notice of Application 

November 17,1966. 

Take notice that on November 14,1966, 
Northern Natural Gas Co. (Applicant). 
2223 Dodge Street, Omaha. Nebr. 68102, 
filed in Docket No. CP67-138 an appli¬ 
cation pursuant to section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act for a certificate of pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity author¬ 
izing the construction and operation of 
certain facilities for the transportation 
of natural gas in interstate commerce 
for industrial use, all as more fully 
set forth in the application which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Specifically, Applicant proposes to 
construct and operate a measuring sta¬ 
tion with appurtenant facilities to enable 
it to deliver up to 10,000 Mcf of natural 
gas per day to New Mexico Electric Serv¬ 
ice Co. during the period from December 
1,1966, to May 1.1967. 

The total estimated cost of the pro¬ 
posed facilities is $8,180, which will be 
financed from cash on hand. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, in ac¬ 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(157.10) on or before December 16. 1966. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission's rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this ap¬ 
plication if no protest or petition to in¬ 
tervene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a protest 
or petition for leave to intervene Is 
timely filed, or if the Commission on its 
own motion believes that a formal hear¬ 
ing Is required, further notice of such 
hearing will be duly given. 
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Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised. It will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-12746; Filed, Nov. 25, 1966; 
8:45 ajn.) 


(Docket No. CP67-139J 

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 

Notice of Application 

November 17, 1966. 

Take notice that on November 14, 
1966, Northern Natural Gas Co. (Appli¬ 
cant) , 2223 Dodge Street. Omaha, Nebr. 
68102, filed in Docket No. CP67-139 a 
“budget-type” application pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act and 
§ 157.7(c) of the regulations under the 
Act for a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity authorizing the construc¬ 
tion during the calendar year 1967 and 
operation of gas sales facilities for the 
sale of natural gas and miscellaneous re¬ 
arrangement of facilities, all as more 
fully set forth in the application which is 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Applicant proposes to augment its 
ability to act with reasonable dispatch in 
supplying the needs of its customers as 
such needs should arise as within previ¬ 
ously authorized demand. The proposed 
facilities are to be utilized for the sale of 
natural gas to existing distributors for re¬ 
sale in existing market areas and for di¬ 
rect sales through Applicant’s Peoples 
Division. Sales to any one customer will 
not exceed 100,000 Mcf annually. 

The total estimated cost of the pro¬ 
posed facilities will not exceed $300,000 
and will be financed from cash on hand. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and proce¬ 
dure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act 
(157.10) on or before December 16, 1966. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held without further no¬ 
tice before the Commission on this appli¬ 
cation if no protest or petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a pro¬ 
test or petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of such 
hearing will be duly given. 


Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or be 
represented at the hearing. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

I Fit. Doc. 66-12747; Filed, Nov. 25, 1966; 
8:46 a.m.J 


(Docket No. CP67-1401 

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 

Notice of Application 

November 17, 1966. 

Take notice that on November 14,1966, 
Northern Natural Gas Co. (Applicant), 
2223 Dodge Street, Omaha, Nebr. 68102, 
filed in Docket No. CP67-140 a “budget- 
type” application pursuant to section 
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act and 
§ 157.7(b) of the regulations under the 
Act for a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity authorizing the construc¬ 
tion during the calendar year 1967 and 
operation of facilities for the gathering 
of natural gas, all as more fully set forth 
in the application which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Specifically, Applicant requests au¬ 
thority to transport and receive into its 
main pipeline system natural gas from 
new producing areas and to construct 
and operate horsepower and pipeline fa¬ 
cilities on certain existing gathering 
systems. 

The total estimated cost of the pro¬ 
posed facilities will not exceed $1,500,000. 
and the total cost of any single project 
will be limited to a maximum of 
$500,000. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426. in ac¬ 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(157.10) on or before December 16, 1966. 

Take further notice that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in and sub¬ 
ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon 
the Federal Power Commission by sec¬ 
tions 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re¬ 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 66-12748; Filed, Nov. 25, 1966; 

8:46 am.) 


(Project No. 2621) 

PACOLET INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Notice of Application for License for 
Constructed Project 

November 17, 1966. 

Public notice is hereby given that ap¬ 
plication for license has been filed under 
the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 791a- 
825r) by Pacolet Industries, Inc. (cor¬ 
respondence to; J. D. Allen, Vice Presi¬ 
dent, Pacolet Industries, Inc., Post Office 
Box 1926, Spartanburg, S.C. 29301) for 
constructed Project No. 2621, known as 
Pacolet Industries Dam and Hydro Proj¬ 
ect, located on the Pacolet River in the 
town of Pacolet Park, County of Spar- 
tonburg, S.C. 

The existing project consists of: (1) 
A 390-foot-long, 20-foot-high dam com¬ 
prised of: a 287-foot-long rubble 
masonry overflow spillway with flash- 
boards; and a concrete gate structure 
containing a penstock gate and three 
sluice gates; (2) a narrow. 2,800-foot- 
long reservoir with no storage capacity 
and a normal pool elevation at 493.02 
feet (U.S.G.S.); (3) a penstock, 10 feet 
in diameter and approximately 100 feet 
long; (4) two turbines located in base¬ 
ment of Applicant’s yarn mill, develop¬ 
ing a total of 950 hp., each connected 
to a 400-kw ? generator; and (5) appurte¬ 
nant facilities. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, in ac¬ 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure of the Commission (18 CFR 
1.8 or 1.10). The last day upon which 
protests or petitions may be filed is De¬ 
cember 29. 1966. The application is on 
file with the Commission for public in¬ 
spection. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-12749; Filed, Nov. 25. 1966: 

8:46 a.m.) 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(70-44311 

NORTHEAST UTILITIES 
Notice of Filing and Order for Hearing 

November 21, 1966. 

Notice is hereby given that Northeast 
Utilities (“Northeast”), 70 Federal 
Street, Boston, Mass. 02110. a registered 
holding company, has filed an applica¬ 
tion-declaration with this Commission, 
pursuant to the Public Utility Holding 
Company Act of 1935 (“Act”), regarding 
a proposed offer by Northeast to ex¬ 
change its common shares for the i out¬ 
standing shares of capital stock of Holy¬ 
oke Water Power Co. (“Holyoke”*, a 
nonassociate company. Applicant-de¬ 
clarant has designated sections 6<a). 
9(a) (1) and (2), 10, and 12(e) of tne 
Act and Rules 50, 62, and 65 thereunder 
as applicable to the proposed transac¬ 
tions. All Interested persons are re- 
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ferred to the application-declaration, 
which is summarized below, for a com¬ 
plete statement of the proposed trans¬ 
actions. 

Northeast's subsidiary companies are 
engaged in the electric utility business in 
the greater part of Connecticut and west¬ 
ern Massachusetts. Its principal operat¬ 
ing subsidiary companies are The Con¬ 
necticut Light and Power Co., The Hart¬ 
ford Electric Light Co., and Western 
Massachusetts Electric Co. (“WMECO"). 
The consolidated balance sheet of North¬ 
east as of September 30,1966. show's total 
assets, less related depreciation reserves, 
of $880,982,000, and for the 12 months 
then ended its consolidated operating 
revenues amounted to $247,040,000. 

Holyoke is engaged principally, di¬ 
rectly and through a wholly owned sub¬ 
sidiary company, in the production, pur¬ 
chase. transmission, distribution, and 
sale of electricity to commercial, indus¬ 
trial, and other customers in western 
Massachusetts. Its consolidated bal¬ 
ance sheet as of September 30, 1966, 
shows total assets, less related deprecia¬ 
tion reserves of $41,075,000. For the 12 
months ended that date its consolidated 
operating revenues totaled $11,100,000. 
Holyoke has outstanding 480,000 shares 
of capital stock. 

The application-declaration states that 
the electric service areas of Holyoke and 
WMECO in western Massachusetts are 
geographically contiguous and intercon¬ 
nected through existing transmission 
facilities, that power interchange among 
Northeast’s principal operating subsidi¬ 
aries and Holyoke has existed for many 
years, and that all generation and sub¬ 
stantially all transmission facilities of 
such subsidiaries and Holyoke are dis¬ 
patched by Northeast Utilities Service 
Co., a subsidiary company of Northeast. 
The filing further states that affiliation 
of Holyoke with Northeast will assure 
continuance of the existing benefits now 
being derived from coordinated opera¬ 
tion and that further economies can be 
realized through the proposed affiliation. 

Northeast proposes to offer to issue to 
Holyoke’s stockholders, subject to certain 
conditions specified in an agreement 
dated November 10,1966, between North¬ 
east and Holyoke, 2.25 of its common 
shares in exchange for each outstanding 
share of the capital stock of Holyoke. 
No fractional shares will be issued under 
the exchange offer, but any exchanging 
stockholder, who otherwise w r ould be en¬ 
titled to a fractional share, will be af¬ 
forded an opportunity, through an agent, 
to sell his fractional interest for cash or 
to purchase an additional interest suf- 
to entitle him to a full share. 

The exchange offer, to become effec- 
Pf* re Qulres acceptance thereof by the 
oiders of not less than 80 percent of the 
uistanding shares of capital stock of 
m?J oke ' The exchange offer will be 
ade over an initial period of approxi- 
30 days from the day the material 
tho i. i acce Ptances is first mailed to 
holders of Holyoke capital stock, 
tinfo ♦ ^ Period may be extended from 
‘ e 10 twne by Northeast, provided that 


the aggregate of such extensions does not 
exceed 180 days, unless approved by the 
Commission. Deposits of shares will be¬ 
come irrevocable w'hen 80 percent of the 
outstanding shares of capital stock of 
Holyoke have been deposited in accept¬ 
ance of the exchange offer. 

The application-declaration states that 
no Federal commission, other than this 
Commission, and no State commission 
has jurisdiction over the proposed trans¬ 
actions. The applicant-declarant re¬ 
quests that, pursuant to paragraph 
(a)(5) of Rule 50 under the Act, the issue 
and sale of common shares of Northeast 
pursuant to the exchange offer be ex¬ 
empt from competitive bidding. 

It appearing to the Commission that it 
is appropriate in the public interest and 
in the interest of investors and con¬ 
sumers that a public hearing be held with 
respect to the proposed transactions: 
that the stockholders of Holyoke and 
other interested persons be afforded an 
opportunity to be heard in such hearing 
with respect to the fairness of the pro¬ 
posed exchange offer and other aspects 
of the proposed transactions; and that 
the application-declaration should not 
be granted or permitted to become ef¬ 
fective except pursuant to further order 
of the Commission: 

It is ordered , That a hearing be held 
herein on December 15. 1966. at 10 a.m. 
at the office of the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission, 500 North Capitol 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20549. On 
such date the Hearing Room Clerk will 
advise as to the room in which the hear¬ 
ing will be held. 

It is further ordered. That a Hearing 
Examiner, hereafter to be designated, 
shall preside at said hearing. The officer 
so designated is hereby authorized to 
exercise all powers granted to the Com¬ 
mission under section 18(c) of the Act 
and to a hearing officer under the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice. 

The Division of Corporate Regulation 
of the Commission having advised the 
Commission that it has made a pre¬ 
liminary examination of the application- 
declaration and that, upon the basis 
thereof, the following matters and ques¬ 
tions are presented for consideration, 
without prejudice, however, to the pres¬ 
entation of additional matters and ques¬ 
tions upon further examination: 

(1) Whether the proposed issue of 
common shares of Northeast pursuant to 
the exchange offer satisfies the require¬ 
ments of section 7 of the Act. 

(2) Whether the proposed acquisition 
by Northeast of 80 percent or more of the 
outstanding shares of capital stock of 
Holyoke meets the standards of section 
10 of the Act, and particularly the re¬ 
quirements of sections 10(b) and 10(c), 

(3) Whether exemption from compli¬ 
ance with the competitive bidding re¬ 
quirements of Rule 50 should be granted 
as to the common shares of Northeast to 
be issued pursuant to the exchange offer. 

(4) Whether the fees, commissions 
and other expenses to be incurred are 
for necessary services and reasonable In 
amount. 


(5) What terms or conditions, if any, 
the Commission's order should contain. 

(6) Generally, whether the proposed 
transactions are in all respects com¬ 
patible with the provisions and stand¬ 
ards of the applicable sections of the 
Act and of the rules and regulations pro¬ 
mulgated thereunder: 

It is further ordered. That particular 
attention be directed at said hearing to 
the foregoing matters and questions. 

It is further ordered, That the secre¬ 
tary of the Commission shall give notice 
of the aforesaid hearing by mailing 
copies of this notice and order by cer¬ 
tified mail to Northeast, Holyoke, and the 
Department of Public Utilities of Mas¬ 
sachusetts; that Holyoke shall mail 
copies of this notice and order, not later 
than 15 days prior to the date of the 
hearing herein, to the stockholders of 
record of Holyoke: and that notice to all 
other interested persons shall be given 
by a general release of the Commission 
and by publication of this notice and 
order in the Federal Register. 

It is further ordered, That any person, 
other than applicant-declarant, desiring 
to be heard in connection with this pro¬ 
ceeding or proposing to intervene therein 
shall file with the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission, on or before December 12, 1966, 
a written request relative thereto as pro¬ 
vided in Rule 9 of the Commission’s rules 
of practice. A copy of such request 
should be served personally or by mail 
(airmail if the person being served is lo¬ 
cated more than 500 miles from the point 
of mailing) upon the applicant-declar¬ 
ant at the above-stated address, and 
proof of service (by affidavit or, in case 
of an attorney at law, by certificate) 
should be filed contemporaneously with 
the request. 

By the Commission. 

[SEALl NELLYE A. THORSEN, 

Assistant Secretary . 

IF.R Doc. 66-12752; Piled. Nov. 25, 1966: 

8:46 a.m.) 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION FOR 
RELIEF 

November 22, 1966. 

Protests to the granting of an applica¬ 
tion must be prepared in accordance with 
Rule 1.40 of the general rules of practice 
(49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 15 days 
from the date of publication of this no¬ 
tice in the Federal Register. 

Long-and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 40794— Chlorine to Bogalusa, 
La. Filed by Western Trunk Line Com¬ 
mittee, agent (No. A-2478), for interested 
rail carriers. Rates on chlorine, in tank 
carloads, from Wichita, Kans., to Boga¬ 
lusa, La. * 

Grounds for relief—Market com¬ 
petition. 
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Tariff—Supplement 89 to Western 
Trunk Line Committee, agent, tariff ICC 
A-4393. 

By the Commission. 

Tseal] H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary. 

| PR. Doc. 66-12762; Piled, Nov. 25. 1966: 
8:47 a.m.J 


(Notice 291) 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 

AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

November 22, 1966. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority un¬ 
der section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules in Ex Parte No. MC 67 ( 49 CFR 
Part 240) published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister, issue of April 27, 1965, effective 
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that 
protests to the granting of an application 
must be filed with the field official named 
in the Federal Register publication, 
within 15 calendar days after the date 
notice of the filing of the application is 
published in the Federal Register. One 
copy of such protest must be served on 
the applicant, or its authorized repre¬ 
sentative, if any, and the protest must 
certify that such service has been made. 
The protest must be specific as to the 
service which such protestant can and 
will offer, and must consist of a signed 
original and six copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined, at the Office of the Sec¬ 
retary, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in the 
field office to which protests are to be 
transmitted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 106760 (Sub-No. 69 TA). filed 
November 18, 1966. Applicant: WHITE- 
HOUSE TRUCKING, INC., 2905 Airport 
Highway, Toledo, Ohio 43609. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: C. J. Leopold 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
as follows: Boards (building, wall, or in¬ 
sulating), and materials and supplies 
used in their installation from plant- 
site of Armstrong Cork Co. at Macon, 
Ga., to points in Alabama, Arkansas, 
Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Michigan, 
Mississippi, Missouri, New Jersey, North 
Carolina, Ohio. Pennsylvania, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia. Wisconsin, and District of Co¬ 
lumbia, for 180 days. Supporting ship¬ 
per: Armstrong Cork Co., Lancaster. Pa. 
17604. Send protests to: Keith D. War¬ 
ner, District Supervisor, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations and Compliance, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 5234 Federal 
Office Building. 234 Summit Street, To¬ 
ledo, Ohio 43604. 

No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 269 TA), filed 
November 18, 1966. Applicant: CURTIS, 
INC., 770 East 51st Avenue, Denver, Colo. 
80216. Applicant’s representative: Os¬ 
car Mandel (same address as applicant). 


Authority sought to operate as a conwion 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, as follows: Meat, meat products, 
and meat byproducts, from points in 
Pottawattamie County, Iowa, to points in 
Colorado, Connecticut, Florida. Georgia, 
Maryland, Washington, D.C., Massa¬ 
chusetts, Michigan. New Jersey, New 
York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsyl¬ 
vania. South Carolina, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: American Beef 
Packers. Inc., Oakland, Iowa (Pottawat¬ 
tamie County). Send protests to: Her¬ 
bert C. Ruoff, District Supervisor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, 2022 Fed¬ 
eral Office Building, Denver, Colo. 80202. 

No. MC 115181 (Sub-No. 9 TA), filed 
November 17. 1966. Applicant: HAR¬ 
OLD M. FELTY, INC., Rural Delivery 
No. 1, Pine Grove, Pa. 17963. Applicant’s 
representative: Delong, Dry & Cianci, 541 
Penn Street, Reading, Pa. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
as follows: Coal, from points in Dauphin 
County, Pa., to Sparrows Point (Balti¬ 
more), Md., for 150 days. Supporting 
shipper: Quaker Products, Inc., 1 East 
Wynnewood Road, Wynnewood, Pa. 
19096. Send protests to: Kenneth R. 
Davis, District Supervisor, 309 U.S. Post 
Office Building, Scranton, Pa. 18503. 

No. MC-119493 (Sub-No. 26 TA). filed 
November 18. 1966. Applicant: MON- 
KEM COMPANY, INC., West 20th Street 
Road, Post Office Box 1196, Joplin, 
Mo. 64802. Applicant’s representative: 
Hairy Ross, 848 Warner Building. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20004. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, as fol¬ 
lows: Animal food and animal feed (ex¬ 
cept in bulk), from the plantsite of 
Usen Products Co., at or near Golden 
Meadow, La., and storage facilities of 
Usen Products Co., at or near Lockport, 
La., to points in Texas, Colorado, Wyo¬ 
ming, Montana. North Dakota. South 
Dakota, Minnesota, and Wisconsin, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: P. Loril- 
lard Co., 200 East 42d Street. New York, 
N.Y. 10017. Send protests to: John V. 
Barry, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations and Compliance, 1100 Federal 
Office Building. 911 Walnut Street, Kan¬ 
sas City. Mo. 64106. 

No. MC 128699 TA, filed November 17. 
1966. Applicant: SECURITY STOR¬ 
AGE AND VAN COMPANY OF NOR¬ 
FOLK, VA.. INC., doing business as SE¬ 
CURITY STORAGE AND VAN COM¬ 
PANY, 5786 Sellger Drive, Norfolk. Va. 
23502. Applicant’s representative: Alan 
F. Wohlstetter, Denning and Wholstetter, 
1 Farragut Square South. Washington, 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, as follows: 
Household goods, as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, between points in Virginia with¬ 
in a 50 mile radius of Norfolk. Va.. in¬ 
cluding Norfolk, Va. Restricted to ship¬ 
ments having a prior or subsequent 
movement beyond said points in con¬ 
tainers, and further restricted to pickup 
and delivery service incidental to and in 
connection with packing, crating, and 
containerization, or unpacking, uncrat¬ 


ing. and decontainerization of such ship¬ 
ments, over irregular routes, for 180 days. 
Note: The area involved is the cities of 
Norfolk, Newport News, Hampton, Vir¬ 
ginia Beach, Williamsburg, Portsmouth, 
and Chesapeake. Va., and the counties of 
York, James City, Gloucester, Math¬ 
ews, Surry, Isle of Wight, Nansemond, 
Sussex, Southampton, and Northampton. 
Va. Supporting shippers: Astron For¬ 
warding Co., Post Office Box 161, Oak¬ 
land, Calif. 94604; Smyth Worldwide 
Movers, Inc., 11616 Aurora Avenue North. 
Seattle, Wash. 98109; Columbia Export 
Packers, Inc.. 2805 Columbia Street. Tor¬ 
rance. Calif. 90503: Vanpac Carriers. Inc., 
2114 MacDonald Avenue. Richmond. 
Calif. 94802. Send protests to: Robert 
W. Waldron, District Supervisor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, 10-502 
Federal Building. Richmond, Va. 23240. 

No. MC 128701 TA, filed November 
18, 1966. Applicant: R. MARTEL EX¬ 
PRESS, LIMITED, 29 Visitation Street, 
Farnham Quebec, Canada. Applicant’s 
representative: Raymond Martel (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, as follows: 
Limestone, in bags, from Florence. Rut¬ 
land, and West Rutland, Vt., to interna¬ 
tional boundary between Canada and the 
United States, with port of entry at 
Highgate Springs, Vt., restricted to traf¬ 
fic moving under contract with St. Law¬ 
rence Chemical Co. (sales), Ltd., of 
Montreal, Quebec, for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: St. Lawrence Chemical 
Co. (sales). Ltd., 5405 Pare Street. Mon¬ 
treal 9, Canada. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor Ross J. Seymore, 
Bureau of Operations and Compliance. 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 14 
Parkhurst Street. Lebanon, N.H. 


Motor Carrier of Passengers 

No. MC 1515 (Sub-No. 112 TA) , filed 
November 18. 1966. Applicant: GREY¬ 
HOUND LINES, INC., WESTERN 
GREYHOUND LINES DIVISION. 371 
Market Street, San Francisco, Calif. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: W. T. Meinhold, 
371 Market Street, San Francisco. Calif. 
94105. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, as follows: Passengers 
and their baggage, and express and news¬ 
papers in the same vehicle with passen¬ 
gers, over alternate route for operating 
convenience only, serving no intermedi¬ 
ate points, between Grant Line Road 
Junction, Calif., and Bradshaw Road 
Junction. Calif.: From Junction US. 
Highway 99 and Grant Line Road (Grant 
Line Road Junction), over Grant Lme 
Road to Junction Bradshaw Road, 
thence over Bradshaw Road to Junction 
U.S. Highway 50 (Bradshaw Road Junc¬ 
tion) , for 180 days. Supporting shipper 
No shipper support. Applicant state 
that because of a particularly hazardou 
tule fog condition developing over a po * 
tion of existing alternate route, 
ate relief is necessary and that because 
the justification for the relief is a matter 
of safety or operation over an aitenja 
route with no service at imerme 
points, no direct shipper statements^ 
been obtained. Send protests to: vm 
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Murdoch. District Supervisor. Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Bureau of Op¬ 
erations and Compliance, 450 Golden 
Gate Avenue, Box 36004, San Francisco. 
Calif. 94102. 

By the Commission. 

[ sealI H. Neil Garson. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 66-12763; Piled, Nov. 25. 1966; 
8:47 ajn-1 


l Notice 1444J 

motor carrier transfer 

PROCEEDINGS 

November 22, 1966. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant to 
section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations pre¬ 
scribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 179), 
appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s spe¬ 
cial rules of practice any interested per¬ 
son may file a petition seeking reconsid¬ 
eration of the following numbered pro¬ 
ceedings within 20 days from the date of 
publication of this notice. Pursuant to 
section 17(8) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act. the filing of such a petition will post¬ 
pone the effective date of the order in 
that proceeding pending its disposition. 
The matters relied upon by petitioners 
must toe specified in their petitions with 
particularity. 

No. MC-FC-69078. By order of No¬ 
vember 18, 1966, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Myers Contract 
Trucking, Inc., York, Pa., of permit in 
No. MC-70313. issued August 13, 1956, to 
Ezra T. Myers, doing business as Myers 
Contract Trucking, York, Pa., authoriz¬ 
ing the transportation of: Such general 
merchandise as is dealt in by chain, 
cable, hoisting equipment, garage equip¬ 
ment. and malleable iron and steel man¬ 
ufacturing houses, and machinery, ma¬ 
terials, and supplies, between York, Pa., 
on the one hand, and. on the other, 
Washington, D.C.. Baltimore, and Bel 
Air, Md.. Wilmington. Del.. Philadelphia, 
Pa., and specified points in New Jersey 
and New York. Spencer R. Liverant, 15 
South Duke Street. York, Pa. 17401, at¬ 
torney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-69149. By order of No¬ 
vember 16, 1966. the Transfer Board 
approved the transfer to Martin Marano, 
doing business as Marty’s Express, Phila¬ 


delphia, Pa., of that portion of the oper¬ 
ating rights in certificate No. MC-70833, 
issued March 31,1966, to Joseph Zogorski, 
Hulmeville. Pa., and authorizing the 
transportation of general commodities 
with usual exceptions, over regular 
routes, between South Langhorne, Pa., 
and Trenton, N.J., and return, and gen¬ 
eral commodities, with usual exceptions, 
over irregular routes, between points in 
Philadelphia. Pa., and between South 
Langhorne, Pa., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Pennsylvania 
within 5 miles of South Langhorne. 
Stephen J. Kovrak. 5713 Torresdale Ave¬ 
nue, Philadelphia, Pa. 19135, attorney for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC-69198. By order of No¬ 
vember 16, 1966, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Donald M. Bow¬ 
man, Jr., Williamsport, Md., of the 
operating rights in permit No. MC- 
117613, issued April 15, 1959, to Herman 
L. Rhoton, Hagerstown, Md.. authorizing 
the transportation of: Brick and tile, 
from Williamsport and Hagerstown, Md., 
to Washington, D.C., and points in Penn¬ 
sylvania, West Virginia, Virginia, and 
Delaware. Donald E. Freeman. 172 East 
Green Street, Westminster. Md. 21157, 
representative for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-69221. By order of No¬ 
vember 16, 1966, the Transfer Board 
approved the transfer to AAA Trucking, 
Inc., Brookhaven. Miss., of the operating 
rights of Dan W. Ready, Jr., and Johnny 
C. Ready, a partnership, doing business 
as D. W. Ready & Sons, Monticello, Miss., 
in permit No. MC-125962, issued by the 
Commission May 6,1965, authorizing the 
transportation, over irregular routes, of 
pressure treated wood products, from the 
plantsite of Mississippi Wood Preserving 
Co., Brookhaven, Miss., to points in Ala¬ 
bama, Arkansas, Illinois. Indiana, Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana. Missouri, Ohio, and 
Tennessee. Donald B. Morrison, Post 
Office Box 961, Jackson, Miss. 39205, 
attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-69223. By order of No¬ 
vember 17, 1966, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Mary E. Nee, doing 
business as E. M. Nee Transfer and Stor¬ 
age, Arnold, Pa., the operating rights in 
certificate No. MC-74528 issued Septem¬ 
ber 21, 1951, to Edward M. Nee, Arnold, 
Pa., authorizing the transportation, of: 
Household goods , as defined in Practices 
of Motor Common Carriers of Household 
Goods , 17 M.C.C. 467, over irregular 


routes, between points in Allegheny and 
Westmoreland Counties, Pa., on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in Con¬ 
necticut. Illinois, Indiana, Maryland. 
Michigan, North Carolina. New Jersey. 
New York, Ohio, Tennessee, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia. William F. Nee, 1602 
Fifth Avenue, Arnold. Pa., attorney for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC-69225. By order of No¬ 
vember 17. 1966, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Loungecraft 
Moving & Storage Corp., a corporation. 
Elmhurst, N.Y., of the operating rights 
in certificate No. MC-112744 issued April 
7.1964, to Nicholas Brigis, doing business 
as Loungecraft Movers, Elmhurst, N.Y., 
authorizing the transportation, of: 
Household goods, as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, between New York, N.Y., and 
points in Nassau and Suffolk Counties, 
N.Y., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in New York, Connecticut, New 
Jersey, and Pennsylvania. Morris 
Honig, 150 Broadway. New York, N.Y. 
10038, attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-69197. By order of No¬ 
vember 16. 1966, the Transfer Board 
approved the transfer to Johnson Truck 
Service, Inc., Waupun, Wis., of the oper¬ 
ating rights in certificate No. MC-46406 
and MC-46406 (Sub-No. 2) issued Janu¬ 
ary 10. 1945, and November 23, 1953, to 
Verdie A. Johnson and Florence A. John¬ 
son, doing business as Johnson Truck 
Service, Waupun, Wis., authorizing the 
transportation, of: General commodities, 
with the usual exceptions, between Ber¬ 
lin and Milwaukee, Wis., serving speci¬ 
fied intermediate points. Claude J. 
Jasper, 111 South Fairchild Street. Madi¬ 
son, Wis. 53703, attorney for applicants. 

fsEALl H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary . 

(F.R. Doc. 66-12764; Filed, Nor. 25, 1966; 

8:47 n.m.J 


(Investigation and Suspension Docket No. 

M-20877; Investigation and Suspension 

Docket No. M-20877 (Sub-No. 1)1 

CALIFORNIA, ARIZONA, NEW 
MEXICO, TEXAS 

Increosed Rates and Charges 

Correction 

In F.R. Doc. 66-12609 appearing in the 
issue for Tuesday. November 22, 1966, at 
page 14803, the bracket should read as 
set forth above. 
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